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ape e Gai? of Bl + Jo or the a 
_ fary/ and Eternal E ing, ſo far as it —k 


. 3 


as e upon and are related to thof: „ 


mention d, and obviating ſuch 1 as 


3 be made againſt Os. es gt 


Firſt then; I ſhall prove that Jebouab' 18 rhe 


5 Name of God expreſling Him as He is Being. 


And that this Name 1s Incommunicable, . 


The Truth of the Firft has heen alr dy 4 f 


prov'd from Scripture in the Appendix to the 


© Confiderations, 5. ror, 2, where it has bee 


ſhewn, that the Name Jehovah i is of the fame 
Tirjportance with I am, or according to br 
tusgint Tranflation, ( He . 72 


comprehended by Humane Mind. In which 
Senſe it is underſtood both by the Antient an 
Modern Jews and Chriftians. Philo interprets 
it in this Meaning, tho* he denies ary propet 
Name to the Unlwn ind Tncomprehenfible 


 Effehce. of God, which is undoubredly true. 
His Words are theſe, () Say to them, ſaith 


God, that Fam Bring, chat rhe learning che 
Dig rence between Being and 1 Being 2 bt 

rufted, that No Name can in any wiſe be 
port ly ſpoken of mne, to whom only it be- 


longs to Be, And | again F- Zang he wk 


— 


* 4 — . . . — N F — * * 


vs OS 2 8 3. 14. 
2 De vita  Moſ. p. 614. Edit. Par. i 640» 
20% cu 6 dy. ive {.S00]46 — Pe 
ange N ©s zor * tr . 5 
Ya), A © Wilp einst N 


8 of 
n Pr 


5 ). God 


"oh 
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( 


a5 
* f after Him werg not Beings efſenti- 


ally, but only eflcem'd to 240 ft an the. 


e, The Ani 


WW Chryſo 40 on St. John , The Term I am, 
1 90, Se ignifies that rohich always is, 
and has AY; ginning, and that truly and pro- 
— 1 is. So Juſtin Martyr, (4) God wi 

2 teach Moſes, bis Eternity, ſaid I am bir? 


of Du ration only, but the whole Three, the 
77%. Preſent, and to Came. Novatian in his 


that which is Eternal and Immutable, Sothat 
it is evident that both the Jews and Antient 
= Doors of the Chriſtian . Church-underſtood 


i & —_ — 


* * * E dy, 2 
2 85 n 09 4 3 N . 2 BY 


„J. % Exod. 


79. 3 26 Jos I) 9 xueles. Edit. Sau · Tom 2. p. 614. 

(a) Tir aid1o]nra aurs © Ode 1 Maven o lj yas Sher; 
29 2 5 av, len, & dy os 8 vx #ra wovor d, ü 
Tyeis T magen) S0 , ive sdb, Y I winoyra., Edit. Steph. 
B. 23. See alſo Clem. Alex. Pædag. p. 118. Edit. Par. 1629. 
— cont, Eunom. lib. 2. p. 56. „ ad 2 43. 

ieron. in Jerem. c. 23. p. 303. Edit Ant. & in ca 
Epbeſ. Theodoret. Nueſt. I, in * P. 3. * 5 4 


4) God anly eſſa nia) * choir . ne. 
C. ws 2 755 of Himſelf,. 'T am Bei 43.46 if 


of Men. Maimonides ſays the ſame, © explain- 


| | ; | ing I am that I am, thus, ) He who * | 
ent Chriſtians unger- 


ſtand it of God, as He is Eternal Being, So 


the Term Being 7 in, not one Portion 


g | Book de Trinitate, c. 4. makes it to ſignify 


I am to mean e as r IS -ms One . | 


0 1 9 6 ; eas be ain of = zeln; ; 3 gy. 


More Newchim, p. 114. See alſo Menafſeh Ben Ira 
5 6 av, Te as 70 ones] txov der, 9 Ts 7 arde ae h 
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tf 


ary, Eternal, and Immutable Being. Ot az | 
modern Criticks no doubt can be made b thoſe 
who have read them. If then Jehovah, be of 
the fame Meaning with J am, Je 1s and 
both by Jews and (a) Chriſtians, who have 
treated of the Name, and is evident 
2. 14, 15. where Fehovab is ſubſtitu- 
ted in the place of it, then does F-bovab ſtand 
for God, as He is the Neceſſary, Eternal, and 
Immutable Being. Maimonides may ſpe peak for 
all the Jews before Him, whoſe great Learn- 
ing cou d not let him be Ignorant of the true 
and traditional Interpretation of the Name Fe- 
hovah; It teaches us, ſays he, (b) concern- 
ing the Subſtance of God clearly and without 
any Equivocation. Having then this great 
Cloud of Witneſſes, Fam the more farpris'd 
that the Author of 'the Poſtſcript thou'd not in 
his Obſervation of the Scripture Dialect ( 
diſcern that, which has been obvious to o- Wil 
thers for ſo many Ages, that the Name Jebo- ll 
vah relates to the Subſtance of God. If in- 
deed He means God's Eſſence as it is Infinite 
and Iricomprehenſible, no Body will contend I 
it with Him: But if he means his Subſtance 
ſo far as it may be comprehended under the 
Notion of Being, Which! Is All that | is aſſerted 


— — — — 1 4 — * : 


=” Theodorit. Wet: 15. in Bradl. ES Ge. 

(b) Mare Nevoch. p. 106, See allo Mena. Ben Iſrael Cons ; 
cil. Queſt. 3. and Buxrorf on the Name 4 VAH. iv 
(= oliſcript, p. p- 21. 33 ENTS 


1 | | : | „ u 5 


iT 


in the Confiderations, . 104. 'it may be true - 
that He cou'd not obſerve it in Scripture, but 
| Hot ſo true that it was not to be found tens” 


The next Thing I ſhall prove is, that the 


Fg Name ebovab is Incommunicable. For if ir 
means Neceffary and Eternal Being, or Being 
4 it ſelf, and Nothing be ſuch but the One God, 


then can it not be given to any but the One 
God. This Truth is confirm'd by two emi- 


= and learned Fathers of the Antient Church. 


4 
A 

I 3 

8 
2 

008 
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rigen and Euſebius, the former of whom has 
\thek: Words, (2) This God therefore of lirael, 
the one God and Creator of all Things, is Writ- 
ten with certain Characters or Letters, which 


n be Jews call the Tetragrammaton. Whenſo- 
Fever therefore God is written with theſe Chas 


racters in Scripture, there is no doubt but they 
2 be underſtood of the True God and Crea- 


tor of the World. It is evident that this learn- 


Led Father knew not one Inſtance in Scripture, 
in which the Terragranmaton was not under- 
ſtood of the True God and Creator; And his 
Fee of it as an undoubted Truth, argues 
it was the general Opinion of the learned 
Chriſtians * his Tyme, and that either thoſe 


M.A 
— . wlll... 


ww 
* : — * 


(a) PP Hom. * Numbers, P. x41. C. Ite ergo Deus 


Iſrael, Deus 4 Creator omnium, certo quodam literarum 
Ano ſcribitur, quod apud illos Trtragrammaton dicitur, ſi quando 


ergo ſub hoc figno in Scripturis ſcribitur Deus, nulla eft dubitatio 
© uin de Deo vero & mundi Creatore dicatur. The like is af- 
rmed by the Learned HMerom of F AH, the Contraction 
of Jehovah, that is uſed of God alone, Quod in Deo tantum 
e, Epiſt. 136. - 


Antient 


Ls «I 1 
Antient e read. the · Sacred Books: ing | 
different pirit from Mr. V hiſton; or e 
in 24 haue met with Helps, N thoſe earhy 
, Ages were not acquain Nay 
= Thou the above-cited. Pal — — Ruffimas's 
and not Origen's, yet would it be 1 1 
Teſtimony of the Opinion of the Ch urch ig 7 
the fourth, and fifth Centuries. m_ 
The next Authority is taken out of Euſch, 2 
Demonſtrat. Evang. lib. 9. b. 435. Edit. Far, 
which ſhews us the Opinion of the Ancient : 
ems, as the former d of the Antient Chri- 
ns: For, ſpeaking of the Term Lord ll .* 
of Chriſt, Plan 91. 9. he ſays thus, (2) TE 
Term Lord is expreſed in ebe. Hebrew by the Wil 
Tetragrammaton, which rhe Jews Jay is unit: 
zerable, and Gat io they are accuftomed- 10 
apply to God only. Notwithſtanding theſe 
Authorities, the P oft ſeript tells us, P. 71, 5 
that the Doctrine of the incommunicable 
Name is built on an ungrounded Tradition, 0 
or ſuperſtitious Fancy o of the 7ews. It is Wl 
ſtrange that the learned and ſagacious Origen, 4 
or his Interpreter Ruſſinus, with the Chriſtians Wil 
of his Time, ſhould not difcern this; or that 7 
the Ancient Jews, whoſe Poſterity maintain 
the contrary, in Oppoſition to the Chriſtians, 


quit n, aun a Doctrine ſo favouta- 
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ble wth Chriſti, and ark of the - 


Meſſiab, which they chen d, had 
died dal it Fee: the Wins 
and Tradhiels df their Fore-fathets. This 
Doctrine of the incommuricable Name is 0 
| phinly contained in Scripturè, Exod. 3. 1 5. 
2),- which aſſerts o to be Goll r "Nas 
F eber, and hir Memorial unt al Genera- 
ane; and the eoftrary ſo flatly contradicts 
W Scripture, fo prevents oem. 
a Mes al of the One" True God, by 
14 — it to another, and brings ſuch in- 
Pperable — — into the bj ect of our 
* and Worſtip, that I think nothing but 
„ — reat Prejudi ce of the later Jews againſt 
= Chir ianity 2 make them Avancy and 


maintain it aa the Tradition of their An- 


ceeſtors, and the plain Doctrine of Scripture; 2 
nor nor any thing but ſome ſpurious unſound 


bl N ! Writings, put tlie Author of the Pofiſeripr 


upon fling with them. © 


= If chen Jehovah be an hb able 


Name appropriated to the True God, and 
mie Son be call d Jehovah, as is confeſs d on 
= both Sides, then is the Son with the Father 
we True God. Eufebius, for whom Mr. hi- 
aeg declares fo high an Eſteem, was fo per- 

ſwaded of the Force of this Reaſoning, that 

he owns himſelf to have us'd it in proving 
the 1 of the Son 3 for e ! in 
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| immediately fubjoyns, (a Aid we alſo have 


to him; which would have been no NR 


God only, and not communicable to anotherz 
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che Paſſag e 8 4 — Notion 
of the Anortance of this Name, and _ 
they /apply'd it ſolely to the True God, he 


eum before, that it is uſed in many Places of Wil 
Scripture to expreſe the Divinity the Wor 3 
that is, he had prov'd the Word to he G | 
from the Name 1 or Lord attrihut 


ment, had he not been of the ſame Opinion J 
with the Zews, that it was proper to the True 


or had 87 Son only perſonaced the — 
Gad, and ſpoken in his Name, when he called 
hinſelf Je J —_ as the Poſiſcript affirms, p. 7.2: 
which is look d upon there to be ſo peculiar a 
Caſe, without tlie Poſſibility. of a Parallel; 
and not to be known without Revelation; 
that it is no wonder the Apoſtolical Conſti- 
tutions or New Scripture i be publiſh'd. to 
the World to make this Diſcovery, which 
could not be gained out of the Doctrines of 
the Old. Is it poſſible that this Author's Ng- 


tion ſhould be — and yet nothing certain 


deliver'd in the undoubted Writings of the 
Old and New Teſtament to +>" og us of it, 
or conduct us right in the Object of our Wor- 
ſhip, impoſſible to be known without ſuch 4 
Revelation? Can it be ene that 0 Jews 
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1 TY. to Pr N f f Tradition in 
Y this great ? or that the true Key: tg 
| this Religious et, {o neceſſary to be had 
Ws by all faithful Worſhippets, ſhould in After- 5 
times, when, God reveal d his Mind with the 
oy, greateſt Evi Evidence, be confin'd to a Volume 
d chat was to lie Conce in the, Hands of the 
Bichops? Theſe are ſtrange Conſiderations; 
and will not eaſily be admitted without a 
greater Authority to enforce them, than what 
bas yet been produced. In the mean time it 
becomes us to believe with our Fathers, and 
own that Chriſt is Low or Jehovah, as the 
* ame. ſtands for a y and Eternal Be- 
ig; in which "ub it is Univocally taken of 
Wb: ch Perſons, notwithſtanding the e (7nd 
non to, and y of the Son upon che 
1 Father, and the Obj econ () made to it up- 
on that gen I ſhall chooſe to argue 
from earthly for if theſe can be de- 
beendent a nde cient, — and ſu, 
WE periour, and yet | Inivocal ; ;. it, may be a hold 
ming to deny the like of Heav'al 7 8 abſiſten- | 
ces in a way and manner agreeable to their 
Perfection. As for inſtance; a Son is ſubor- 
We dinate to his Father, yet the Nature is the 
WF fame in both Perlons, and the Term Man, „ 
Ws which expreſſes, it, Uniyocal., A Child 
born has a Subſtantial Dependence on its 
| ther, yet is it of the fame Nature and Des. 
mination with lier, a redſonable Creature. 
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(3) regten p p. 66, 67. 
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| The Sot then: Has i in an Univecal Senſe | 
. Jehovah, 10 confubſtantial with khe Father, 
8 Bald Nature, and One with Him, as being | 
the ame Neceſſary and Eternal Being wi 
the Father, Hot Perſonally, but Subſta 
This Truth has been afſerted by the Ni- 
cene Fathers according to the T on of 72 
Enſebius in his (2) Letter to 295 Clergy; * 
and by no leſs than about I ee hundredand | 1 
eighteen Fathers in the Count! of Ne, who W 
Taught and Subfcrib to tlie Confabſtanitia: 
lity of the Son; the Major Part of whom 
— fairly pp to 2 7 brought their 
Opinions along with them, and not to have 
receivd em from ſome leading Men who in- 
fluenced the Council; and therefore to have 
learn'd them from their Forefithers by a tra- 
ditional Deſcent in the ſeveral Churches they 
Were firſt inſtructed in; and in this reſpe 
may be looked upon as Witneſſes of the Truth 
before ever they declared themſelves publickly FP 
in Council. Ifay all this may be fairly ſup-' 
pos," till the pretended Errours of "theſe Bl 
Fathers, and the Occaflons of them be as 
clearly made out, as the groſs and unhappy. 
Miſtakes of ſome later Councils. Till 125 
can be done, theſe are Tuch a Cloud of Wit- 
neſſes, as are not to be Balanced by the few 
Teſtimonies of ſome ſingle Fathers; who pro- 
vp od had no Occaſion of declaring themſelves 
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(0) aue, 45. 7 orci 
| accu rately 
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accurately in duch a "artindity, a who LEE 
may Have treated of the Son with more Re- 
185 to his Love and Condeſcenſion to the 
Creature, than his natural. Excellency ; and 
may be ill underſtood i in what they well de- 
ſian d for exciting the Fane 7 At | 
of their Readers. 

That He i is God by Nature, is Tappe <4 ; in. 
Scapture, WI en it allows of the orſhip . 
= paid to tlie on, and yet condemns. that 
= which is given thoſe Who are nat Gods by 
Mature, Galat. 4 8. It 15 aſſerted alſo ty 
= Eu himſett. in expreſs Terms, in his 
N Demonſt. Evang. p. 227. Edit. Pariſ. where 
1 | ſpeaking of the Son, he fays, (a) That be is = 
= /:b God by . Nature, and alſo the anly begatten = 
Son. Origen tells us, ( That 25 only be- > 
garen Son alone was from the Beginning Son 
by Nature; which ſuppoſes him to be by 
Nature, as the natural Son of a Man is by _ 
Nature Man. And from this very Principle 
of a natural Filiation, does Euſebius in the 4 
dame Place infer the Son's Divinity, ſaying, 
N ) And all this may be the Reaſon why be 
2% is God, becauſe He only is Son of God by 
Nature, &c. If Son and God by Nature, 
=— tan has he a vatural Right to "OAH found- 
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on finally terminates in the Worſhip of the 
Father, yet is not the Son worſhipped barely 
en the Father's Account, or as the Father's Wl 
(a) Vicegerent, but in regard alſo of his own 11 
Eſſential Excellency. The Poſtſcript, indeed, Wl 
80. in Anſwer to the Fourth plain Que- 
ſtion, would haye us believe that He is 
by Appointment, Conſtitution, or Creation, 
and brings in Euſebius as ſaying, He. receiv'd 
bis Divinity from the Father. But what then? 
Muſt he needs have receiv'd it by Creation or 
Conſtitution, and not Eternal Generation? 
Surely, whether we conſider the Son as be : 
gotten of the Father from all Eternity, or 
whether we conſider him as voluntarily com- 
ing forth in order to Creation, it is neceſ- 
fary that with his Perſonal Subſiſtence he re- 
ceive the Divinity of his Perſon alſo from God 


the Father, And therefore the Church, who 
confeſſes him to be very God of very God, ne- 
ver thought'it ſelf chargeable with a Contra: 

diction, for believing him to be ſuch by Eter- 
nal Generation. It cites alſo As 2. 36, and 
4 Paſſage out of Lactantius to the ſame Pur- 
poſe; and aſſerts that che Son was never called 
God, till after bis Ræſurrection and Exalta- 
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conſider them in Order: And firſt the Pa. 
| ſage out of the AFs, That God bas made. that. \ 
ne Jeſus whom ye have crucified, both Lord _ 

Wand Chriſt; which, if it be well wo 


De Author of the Poiſcripr, muſt 
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eſe two Things, that the Son of God is 
SS made Lord; and, that he was not ſuch till 
cter his Sufferings. That he is not a made 
Word, but Lord by Nature, is evident from 
is being God Jebovabh, or the One Neceſ- 
ry and Eternal Being, in Union with tze 
Father. And that he was Lord and Chriſt 1 
ecſore his Sufferings is evident, as from many f 
aſſages of the Sacred Writings, fo eſpecially 
om Luke 2. 11. where he is call'd Chriſt: 
e Lord from his very Birth. What then 4 
n the Meaning of the Text be ? Not that 4 
the Son was not Lord in reſpect of his Di- 3 
inity, or Chrift in reſpe& of his Humanity, 
before his Sufferiugs; but that he was more 7 
minently declared ſo both to Men and An- 77 
gels, when he had finiſhed his Miniſtry, by 9 
nis Exaltation to God's Right-hand in his Hu- 42 
wan Nature, and his being placed in a full and 
calm Enjoyment of the Bleſſings of the King- 
dom, and thoſe Honours and Prerogatives which 
he had been vigorouſly ſtruggling for in his 
fail Humanity under the Labours of the Croſs, 
For if Chriſt, who was always the Son of 
Cod, was more particularly call'd fo in reſpe& 53 
| of his Reſurrection, Acts 13. 33. Thou art 5 
my San, this day have I begotten thee, on | = 
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e e ktlarad or demoiſttared to be the | 
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n of God, by that ſurprizing Act of Divine 
Power in raiſing him from the Dead; Malt 
we not ſay that He who was always Lord and 
Chrift, was made or declar d more eſpecially 
ſack by the ſame Reſurrection? Ro. r, 4. 
And on this account tis that Thomas calls 
Chriſt, (a) y Lord and my Go. Tho He was 
always God, as being the Word, Jobn 1. 1. 


After the „ 5 is Phil. 2. 9. to be ins 
terpreted, Wherefore God alſo hath highly ex- 
alted bim, and given him a Name which is a-. 
WP bop every Name,” that is, q; the Word of God 
IF Wess given to the Humanity of Chriſt from 
I the Beginning in the way of Patience, to con- 
duct it thro* the Croſs, ſo was it communi- 
_ cated at the Reſurre&ion in a new, quicken - 
ing, and triumphant Manner to exalt the Man, 
who had already ſuffered, to the Height of 
Glory above any Creature. For that the 
Mord is the Son's Name, is evident from Rev. 
19. 13. and that the Word is above err 
Name, from Pſalm 139. 2. What Name then 
cou'd the Humanity receive at its Exaltation 
but the Word, communicated to it in its ut- 
moſt Splendour? Which the Son calls his new 
Name, Rev. 3. 12. becauſe not known to the 
Humanity in this new Pr 
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As for Lafantius, He calls him God while 
he was yet on Earth, and before his Death, 
and applies to him Baruch E «37. that God 
ed himſelf upon the Furth; and. Converſe 
ed with Men. It will alſo 8 ranted:;accord+ 
ing to Job» 10. 36. that . e Hennen wal 
Ws Cndify'd by the Word, and. ſent into the World, 
and the whole Perſon. on that account call 
God; but it does not prove that the World it 
ſelf was Gorl by Appointment, and not by Na- 
ture. chi % | f 0 N Ip | : Ty : „W N J 0 { ; It WW 
From the Conſubſtantiality of the Son wick 
che Father, and his being God by Natute, 
W will follow his Unity; otherwiſe there woud 
be more Gods than one, as appears from ohn 
10. 30. I and my Father are. One, which is 


| HF underſtood of 4 ſubſtantial (a) Unity, and is, 
4 Paraphraſed thus by Novarzan de Trinit. c. 23. 
ö (b) How can that Saying be true, I and my. 


Haber are one, if be is not both God and Som 
We (tht is, Son, as He calls him Fatber; God, 
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(a) Tertall. av. Prax. c. AC. „ 7 8 
(b) Quomodo enim Ego & Pater unum ſumus, ſi non & eſt. 
Deus & Fi lla, Nui idcirco unum poteſt dici, dum ex ipſo et, 
& dum Filius ejus eſt; & dum ex ipſo naſcitur; dum ex ibſo pr 

ceſſlſe reperitur, per quod Deus eſt. Nuod cum inuidioſum 
puraſſent Judæi, & blaſpbemum credidiſſent, eo quod | ſe eſtende· i 
rat his ſermonibus Chriſtum eſſe Deum, ac propterea ad lapides con" 
curriſſent, & ſarorum ius injicere geſtaſſent, exemplo & teſtimonio © 
Scrißturarum adverſariot ſuos fortiter refatavit : | illas, inguit, 
dixit Deos, ad quos verba fatta ſunt, & non poteſt ſolvi Feri 
ptura, quem Pater ſan#ificavit, & miſſt in hunc mundum, vs 

dicitis, quia blaſphemas, quia dixi, Filius Dei ſum ego. Nei- 
bus wvocibus neq; ſe negavit Deum, quin immd) — eſſe fire 
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as he abs himſelf to be one with” 1 
Who therefure may be ſaid to be one with the 
"Father, becanſe he is of the Father,. bis S n, 
Born of Him, and is found 10 habe proceeded 
fun Him (Which is oppoſed to being made 
in chis Chapter) on which account be is God. 
7 And becauſe the Jams were offended. at 
is Saying, and held him for a Blaſpbemer, be- 
eauſe he bad declared himſelf by theſeWorgs to 
be Chriſt the God, and wou'd boos on'd bim 
er it, he forcibly confutes them wit Scripture 
Authority, ſaying, if it calls them Gods to, 
whom the Word comes, and the Scripture can- 
not be broken, ſay ye of bim whom the Father 
bas Sancti fied a TY into the World, thou 
2 bemeſt, c I ſaid, I am the Son of 
In which Words he did not deny himſelf 
ke * God, but rather confirm d it, that He 
was ſuch. In which Paſſage the following 
Tek may be obſerved : That the Unity 
meant by Chriſt, when he lays, I and my a. + 
ther are One, is an Unity of Godhead 2 the 
Divine Nature: That this Unity is founded 
in the Sonſhip, or his being begotten of the 
Father: That the Jews underſtood him in 
this exalted Senſe, and therefore wou'd have 
ſtoned him, becauſe he made himſelf Chriſt 
the God: ( which ſhews this Father's Opini- 
on that the Jews looked upon their Meſſiah to 
be the true God.) And that Chriſt did not 
e their Charge, but e himſelf to be 
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| T have been the larger on this Citation, to 
ſhew that the Extract out of St. 7ohn's. Goſ- 
pel concerning the Jewiſh Notion of the Meſſi. 
az in our Saviour's Time, in the Appendix ta 
the Conſiderations, contains in it no ſingle an- 
new Doctrine, but what is fo clearly taught in 


Whscripture, that an Antient Writer, and even 
a ſuppoſed Friend to the Arian Cauſe cou d not 
but confirm it. Nay, he tells us ch. 25. that 


both God and Man. Cou'd then the Diy 


John and other Writers are conceiv'd to have 
taken all they have ſaid concerning the Word 
from Moſes; and that it is according to the Do- 
cd rine of the Old and New . Teſtament, that the 
Church believes and holds Jeſus Chriſt to be 
ty 
Y of the ek be fo plain in ger and yet 
the Jewiſh Nation in St. Jobn's Time' be ge- 
nerally unacquainted with it ? Or rather may 
not the contrary be inferr'd from the Manner 
ef the Reaſoning of the Author to the Hebrews 2. 
lt is worthy to be obſerved, that Novatian. 
does not ſpeak this as his own private Opinion, 
that wg had his Doctrine of the Divinity 
of the Word from the Old Teſtament, but 
bps it Indefinitely, as if currently beliey'd by 
others as well as himſelf. „„ 
here is indeed one Difficulty ſtarted againſt 
it, taken from our Saviour's Gueſtion Matth. 
22. 4246. which I am of Opinion the 
Poſiſcripr puts wrong, p. 108. as if the mean- 
ing of our Saviour's Queſtion had been, how 
Chriſt who was to be = Son of David, cou'd 
* | be 
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be call d his Lord ? When it ſeems to have 
been quite contrary, how Chriſt whom David i 
calls Lord, cou'd be his Son? For fo does he 
conclude the whole Queſtioning, . v. 45. 1 
David then call bim Lord, how-is he his Son? 
Which lays the Streſs of the Queſtion, not up- 
on David's Son being David's Lord, but up: 
on David's Lord becoming Devid's Son; that M 
is, it relates to the Myſtery of the, Incarnzti· 
on; how ſo Excellent and Divine a Perſon as 
the Meſſiah, the Son of God, and God him- 
ſelf, and David's Lord, cou'd become his Son. 
Which it is no wonder the Fews cou'd not an- 
ſwer, tho? they held both Parts of the Queſti- 
on, that he was David's Lord and Son; ſince 
the Incarnation of the Word is at this Day a 
great Myſtery to all Chriſtians, and rather to. 
be beliey'd and, admix'd than attempted to be. 
explain'd. And therefore their Incapacity 10. 
arfwer ſo difficult a, Queſtion, proves rather 
their Opinion of the Excellency of their Meſ- 
fah than the contrary; ſince they knew not 
how to reconcile ſo much Greatneſs with ſo 
much Humility. Chriſt indeed, v. 43. asks, 
How David in Spirit calls him Lord; but this 
_ was rather a Difficulty ſtarted upon the main 
Queſtion, which they had already anſwered, 
v. 42. than the main Queſtion it ſelf; that 
being put in mind of the Dignity of their 
Meſhah, rhey might be the more perplexed to 
gixe à feaſonable Anſwer of his becoming 
Man; which was the principal Queſtion, v.45; | 
„„ {6s SON Fee Tl 
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neter after with dter enfharing Qvelti 


ni wou'd be needlefs tg deduce and. review 
me particular Attributes which neceſſarily be- 


SN 


WY tice of ſome of them, to che Proof of which 
the Author of the Pere Bas particularly 
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God. Now TI think any one may ſee that it 
wou'd be no difficult Thing after this manner 
for a cunning Man fo to propoſe his Queſtions, 
as to be capable of evading a great Part of re- 
vealed Truth: As for inſtance, if it ſhou'd be 
ask'd, = it in direct and expreſs Terms 


Hell, or that there is a Holy Catholick Church. 
And yet, notwithſtanding theſe Truths .can- 
not be ſhew'd in expreſs Terms, our Fa- 
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bog to the Son as God. I ſhall only take no- 


as thus, Farber, Son, and Holy Ghoſt are one 
n, 43 


faid in Scripture, that Chriſt deſcended into 
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and by which be filene4 itiem from troubling 
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thers thought that lain * certain i= 
＋ ge a qi I irs to inſert 
them into the Creed. Nay, Mr. Whiſfton 
himſelf, muſt. neceſſarily depart; from his 
Arian Scheme, if he will hold nothing, but 
ka 75 8 be, proved in the very Terms, he 
eſtion'd about. them: as I am 24 
RR con Ment will appear from his Anſwers Wi 
to the plain Queſtions, which will not be 
found to be made always with that ExaQneſs 
3 of Terms, which the Queſtions require; which 
* he demands himſelf in his plain Queſtions, 
C and for the Defect of which he {lights the 
E Conf. derations. 
= © Theſe unreaſonable, and im practicable De- 
> mands wou'd almoſt make a Man judge, who 
was not well perſwaded of the Author's In- 
tegrity, that the A were ſo framed on 
purpoſe, that the Conviction might be avoid 
ed, which wou'd otherwiſe ariſe from Com- 
paring and Reaſoning. For it appears to me Wl 
very ſtrange, that when the Son is proved to 
be God in one Place, and Him who lives, or 
the Living One, in another, in the proper 
and emphatical Senſe of the Words, and there 
3 is but One God, yet he ſhould be deny'd in 
I the Concluſion to be the Living God F, be- 
3 cauſe theſe two Terms perhaps are not uni- 
| . affirm'd of him with that Huren in 
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"+ Clem. Aae! Admon, ad gent. 5. 66, Edit. Pariſ. IIi- 
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the Sacred Writings,” as ſome ſingle Perſons 
may injudiciouſly require. For the Principle | 
of Reaſoning is very evident, that He who 
lives, and is God, in the Senſe abovemention'd, 
is be Living God; except the Revivers of 
RS 4rianiſn introduce Polytheiſin, and aſſert A 
0 P lurality of Living | Gods 5 and then, indeed, | 


He who lives and is God, is not the Living 
God but a Living God. However, after all, 
it may be, that the 4rian Scheme has a Me- 
W thod of Reaſoning peculiar to it felf, as well | 
as a Rule of Faith and Worſhip.  — 
But to proceed to the Attributes and Titles, 
= whoſe Proofs he objects againſt, I ſhall begin 
Ws with. that of the True God; which he af- 1 
firms, Poſtſcript p. 107. to belong to the xa. 
ther, excluſive of the Son; becauſe it is faid E 
Jobn 17. 3. That they may know thee, the. 
en true God, and Feſus Chriſt whom thou, 
| baſt ſent. In Anſwer to which, I ſhall ob- 
ſerve, Firſt, That the Nicene Fathers, who 
probably knew and underſtood this Text as 
well as Mr. Vhiſton, do affirm the Son, not- 
vvithſtanding the excluſive Term only, to be 
very (a) God of very God. Which is an Ar- 
gument they did not look upon it as intended 
by our Saviour, to exclude himſelf, as to his 
Divine Nature. Secondly, That the Term 
Only (HY is not us'd in Oppoſition to the Divi- 9 
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(4) See Zertul adv Prax. c. 18, 19 


nity 


1 22 J 
nity of the Son, but to Fats Gods; as 1 M 
already ſhewn in the Appendix to the Conſtds. 
rations, p. 84, &c. and pany J ſhall farther 
confirm. For if the Term (a) Albne dos 
not exclude the Father when apply'd to the 


Son, why ſhould it exelude the Son when 


apply'd to the Father ſince the Father is no 
more without the Son, than the Son without 
the Father. Clemens Alexand. ad Centern p. 66. 
ſays thus of Chriſt, (5) O al Jeheus 
 bimwho is the only God of all Men; but fare- 
ly he did not defign to exclude the Father. 
And our Saviour, John 16. 32, tells his 
_ Diſciples that they ſhould leave him alone (c) 
but however adds, Ter I am not alone, he. 
cauſe the Father is with me, to teach us, "that , 
cho all others were excluded by that Expref- | 
ion, yet the Father was not. Juſt ſo on the 
other Side, at the Beginning of the nert 
Chapter, does he ſay, This is the eternal 7 
that they may know thee the only true God (d), 
yet immediately addeth, And Feſus Chriſt 
whom thou haſt ſent; as it ſeems, to teach us, 
thar the Term Onh, or Alone, no more ex- 
cludes the Son here, than it had done the Fa- 
ther before. Novatian de Trin. lib, 24. coft- 
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W w20ld nor have been thought God, thy did 
be add, And Jeſus Chriſt whom thou haſt 
ſent, except be. had a mind to be accounted 
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(a) Si noluiſſet ſe etiam Deum intelligi, cur addidit, Et qu em 
miſiſti, Jeſum Chriſtum, uit quoniam & Deum accipi vo- 
uit. Sed Deo junxit, ut & Deum pbr hanc conjuncłio- 
nem, fic ut eft, intelligi vellet. Eft ergo credendum ſecundum 
præſcriptam regulam in Dominum unum verum Deum, & in 
eum, quem miſit Feſum Chriſtum conſequenter ; qui ſe nequa- 
— Patri, ut dixi mus, junxiſſet, niſi Deum quoque intelligi 

(6) See alſo Conſiderations, Paragr. 21. 


who 


% 


rai. 


who. is this one Cre n or ö 


his Tbe next n 1 ſhall a is «as 
Omnipotency,” which may be further provt 
to belong to Chriſt by the following Autho- 
rities. Trepbil. ad Autol. p. 13. gives us 
the Definition of Almighty in tlie following 
Terms, (a) He who preſides over all Things, 
and comprebends them within" himſelf.” Which 
he: proves to-be true of God, by enumerati 
| ths ſeveral Parts of the Creation, that depend 
Him as their Creator and Preſerver, ſo 
that his Greatneſs is known and underſtood 'by 
bis Works. But all this is ſtrictly true of tlie 
Son, who, in Union with the — male 
the M. orlds, and  upbolds alt Things by. the” 
Word of bis Power, Heb. 1. 2, 3. therefore'is/ 
He ſtrictly and truly Almi ghty. Tertullian 
ſays, That the Son 1s ( 55 God Almighty in 
his own Right, both as he is the Word of 
God Almighty, and as be Law receiv'd Power 
—over all Things. Euſebins allo tells us from 
Zach. 2. 8, 9. that there are two who are 
call (c) Lord Almi ghty, one who ſende, 
namely the Father, and the other who is ſent, N 
VN we Son. | 
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(2) Tiarnxgg.nog 5 In axes me wers rere tame . 
(6) Adv. Prax. c. 17. Suo jure Deus Omnipotens, qu 
| Sermo Dei onmipotentis, quique omnium accepit poteſtatem. 
(e Re. e Dem. R lib. 6. c. 16. 


The 


"The Hh of Chit 2 fr or the 1 
th which, as has era nr -ontoretients — al 
in it cke Notion of” Earn y, or the threefold __ | 
Difference of paſt, preſent, and future De aration \ 5M 2 
in its utmoſt Extent.” However I ſhall con- 4 
firm what has been en euty Aid from Feb. 8. 
25 ls the ſams yeſterday, and tb 4 =— 
or, as it ſhould be rather xe 
aud to day e for 
ae He, (C3 15 G0 
Marty 7 tells Ius ligtitfies" Him 
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TT God, 0 a fo 18 a ſtrong Ar- 


unent for che T. of the Biwinity “ 
= 16 the'rendring of the HebrewWord 2: 
n in this very Ep ile eb. 1. , Gl * _ Þ 
Is alſo reckoned Later Hſe Duve Na mes D . 
the Cabaliſtick (c) Je. Tue Ternis Teſfert. 
day, and to day, and for Euer, are tlie tree i 
| Divigous of: Duration,” into Paſt, "Preſent; 
and to Come, wich ſtand for Erernity, ac- 
bord to Fuſtin' Martyn. (ay For tho” Toſter- _ Fi 
LE properly lignifies n0'ttiore thari the Day 


| deyoi Fits proper Meaning, arid not lichithd by, — 5 4 
Circuniſtatives to _ eee Portion E 
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La) 0 dong. 8 = 
8 (5) 'H au Tos 8 3 Soma; ay onpaire fe _ 
ohire. ad Grec. p. 22. Edit. Steph. See alſo b. 19. | 

f 8 Append. p. 87. and 10 05, 106. ; 
t Buxtorf. Lexic. Chaldate Tal wh Bl | 9 
4) Cohort, ad Græcot, Edit. a b 33, „ 1 
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paſt Duration, it muſt be indefinitely taken 
for paſt Duration in general, which appeats 
to be the Caſe here. This Manner of Ex- 
4 {preſſion is much the fame; with that in Pſaln, 
4 90. 2. From everlaſting to everlaſting thou art 
Sa a, which declares his Eternity. Ihis ſame 
3 Doctrine of the Eternity of the Son is further 
taught us in the 7th Chapter, ver. 3 of the 
fame, Epiſtle, from this Type of Melchiſdet, 
6 of whom tis faid, that he has no Beginning 
/ Days; nor Ena of Life recorded in Scri- 
3 .pture, that he , might be like to the Son f 
N God, or à lively Repreſentation, in a Typical 


K * 


1 Way, of the Filial ;Subfiſtence.-;- The Son 
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therefore, to. anſwer; his Type, muſt really 
be without Beginning of Days, and End of Wi 
Life, that is, no more have a Beginning of WF 
| Exiſtence, in reſpect of Duration paſt, than 
have an End of it, in reſpect of Duration to 
; come; for that Days ſignify Duration, and 1 
not Time meaſur'd by the $un's Revolution, 
is evident from Dan. 7. 9. where the Term, 
Ancient of Days, are ſpoken of the Father, to 
expreſs his Eternity, If then the Negation of 
End of Life imports a future Eternity; the 
Negation of Beginning of Days, or, Beginning 
of Duration, which 1s oppoſed to it, muſt mean 
a paſt Eternity. All this then ſeems plainly 
to convince us, that the Author to the He- 
brews, in uſing theſe Expreſſions, conſider d 
the Son, not ſo much in his ſecondary Sub- 
_ tiſtence before the Creation, as in his firſt or 
„ Eternal 
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Eternal Exiſtence, as he is 8 Being, 5 or, He, i 
| Chap. I. 1-2, and 13. Bf Otherwiſe: it will 
be a difficult Matter to reconcile them to the 


which God makes uſe of to prove himſelf 
= God, namely, his Knowledge of Things paſt 
and to come: For having demonſtrated, in 
ai. 41. 22, 23. and 43. 9. that the Gods of 
the Heathens: were no True Gods, becauſe 
they were unable to explain the former or 
W paſt Things, and declare Things to come; 
4 He infers from both theſe : Reaſons, that He 
= himſelf is He (c), Iſai. 43. 10. and God, 

ver. 12. that is, the True God; which would 
be no conclufive Proof of the Truth of his 
Divinity, could any other Being, befides* the 
True God, do the ſame; or, tlie more difficult 
Part, the foretelling Things to come: And 
then makes this further Inference, ver. 10. that 
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6% Ta Collr Þ ald. (I) TU altovis G.. 
I That ye may know and believe me, and underſtand that 1 
am HE : before me there was ns God formed, neither ſhall there 
be after me. by * : 9 4 | # ; 0 . | s s © 
Ce) N. 5 | 4 91 tz 25h g 2 1 e 
: : 'E 2 before 


before bim darts was * pendeln 
_ know: e paſt and to come, neither ſbaulu 
there be 7 after bim, But Jeſus Obriſt knew 


and foretold Things to come, John 13.19, 
i infers nog n ak wy. Father Ha 


ing Fe ˖0 N 1 ater the F abe, 
contrary! to the above cited Text of Iſai. 43. 
10. For if the Son knew not theſe Things 
| effentially, or or by virtue of his Eſſence, like . 
God the Father; how cou'd he infer himſelf Wl 
to. be _ Or: wings, 8 God, any more. than . 


Or if fo: bold A: Ch * ary: he Blaſ- 


phemy in the Mouth of a common Prophet, 
kat, beſides the preceding Confideration of 
His Eſſential Knowledge; could make it true 
in the Mouth of the Meſſiub 2 Tam He. And 
I do not doubt but it was ſome fuch like Rea- 
ſoning as this, that made the Learned and An- 
tient Fathers. of the Chriſtian Church mh 
this very Text for the Eternity of the Son. 
This KReaſoning will alfo conclude: for his 
Onmiſcience; for 1 Jeſus Chriſt appear, both 
according to the Method of Iaiab's. Arguing, 
and his on Inference, to be True God from 
his Fote-kriowletlge, the muſt lie be Onmni- 


eien, that ng an 1 Attribute 4 
> © es Eh tus 


the True God. For if the Fore-knowledge of 
ſome Things infer the Truth of his Divinity; 
che Truth of his Divinity will infer the 
W knowledge of 4d, fince all Things and Events 
epend on the Power and Providence of tlie 
A True God: and therefore Peter, after the 
WT ctinony given to our Saviour's Divinity by 
3 Nis Reſurrection from the Dead, confeſſes his 
"> WO :mniſcience in the following Words, Lord, 


on knoweſt all Things, John 21. 17. which! 
had been acknowledg d, upon leſſer Evidence, 
y the Apoſtles before, 7obn 16. 30. 80 
Sthat I ſhall be bold to ſay, That, according 
to the preceding Doctrines, the Divine Na- 
ure of Chriſt could never be ignorant of the 
y of Judgment, but only the Human; 
Www hich, receiving the Light of Wiſdom by de- 
grees (a), could have no Revelation of this 
great Secret, but from the Divine Nature; 
W which, probably, was not till after its Suf- 


kferings, when it may be ſuppoſed to have 
been given in that large Scene of Events, 
WF which was open d to Chriſt after his Aſcen- 
I fon imo Heaven, and communicated after- 
WF wards to his Servant Fobn, Rev. 1. 1. This 
WE is agrecable to one of the Interpretations giren 
us by Origen of the Son's Ignorance, in his 
Thirtieth Treatiſe on St. Marchew, and which 
= appears to be moft reaſonable; tho not one 
of them refers it to the Divinity of the Son,” 
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the Ariane underſtand CY It is inks, BY 
deed, (a) the Father in one Evangeliſt, "and 
the Father (b) only in another, is excepted 
out of the Nacbe of thoſe" that are 1gno- 
rant; but this is done not in Oppoſition to the 
Divinity of the Son, but to his Humanity, 
and to Angels and Men; 5 according as the ex- 
clulve Term Only has been above explain d. 
But before I ne the Subject of the Attri- 
butes, L muſt obviate one Objection againſt i 
the Eternity of the Son, taken from the Word 
Creation us d of him before the Beginning of 
the World, premiſing only one juſt and rea- 
ſonable Demand, to ſhorten the Controverſy; 
_ viz. That the Silence of no Writer, either 
Jewiſh or Chriſtian (excepting thoſe who ex- 
preſly deny the Eternal Generation of the Son 
of God, or have laid down ſuch Principles 28 
in Effect and Conſequence. clearly deny it) 
be brought as Evidence againſt his Eternity; 
and that therefore no negative Argument be 
drawn from their Silence in the Matter, or 
their bare Mentioning his coming forth before 
the World, in order to create it; it being as 
abſurd to oppoſe Silence to poſitive Proof in 
the Article of his Eernity, as it wou'd be to 
oppoſe St. Matthew to St. John's Goſpel in 
that of his Divinity. | 
I will therefore, in order to ſupport whit! 
has been ry. fud in the IE — 


— 
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(a) ) Mark 13. 32. ; 0 Kart 24. 36. 


con- 5 


concerning this- Mitter, endeavour” to prove 
from freſh Authorities, that the Word, or Son, 

exiſted in the Father before his Creation or 

coming forth, and that ĩt was a real W 

of a diſtinct active Being. 

Iwill begin with Philo; who tells us in his 
Irreatiſe De Mund. 05 p p. 5. (a), that the 
Word of God is the Arc hetypal or Ideal World; 
 p. 4. that it was formed or (J) conceived by 
God to be the Pattern of the viſible! World; 
and then gives us an Account of its Forma- 
tion in the following Words; (e) 4s a City 
| deſigned by an Architect bas no Place with- 
out Him, but is deſan d in the Mind of the 
Artiſt; fo the Ideal World can have no Place, 
but the Divine Word, which diſpoſes and or- 
Fre all Things. | -Whete it is, to! be obſery'd, 
Firſt; That the Word is the Place. of the Ideal 
World, as the Artiſt's Mind is the Place of 
his Draught. Secondly, That therefore as 

che Mind of the Artiſt ſubſiſts before his 

W Draught, fo the Word muſt ſubſiſt before 
the Ideal World. And Thirdly, That the 
Divine Word, in which the Archetypal World 
is conceived, is that which diſpoſes and or- 
ders all Things, that i is, thro' the, e ö 
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and therefore muſt have been as diſtin& - and | ; 
active a Being before the Archetype, as it was ix; 
after it ; the Archetype being this very Word , 


reduced into little. Page 53. he tells us, (4) 
| That the Ideal World is nothing elſe but tb 1 
Word of God ready. to make tho} World, al in 
Ideal City is nothing elſe but the Mind of thei 
Architeft deſigning to build according to that 
Pattern, W xy we are taught, that the At- 
chetypal World, fram'd in che Divine Word, 
is as much the Divine Word, as an Ideal Cit ” 
fram'd in the Mind of the Artiſt, is the Mind k 4 
of the Artiſt it ſelf; for, indeed, both the 
Archetypal World and Ideal City, are the 10 * 
vine pre-exiſting Word of God, and pte. 
exiſting Mind of the Artiſt, brought ind . 
new and relative Mode of Subſiſtence, as the 
Patterns of Something to be created after 

chem. And this he tells us is the Dodge KH 
of Moſes (/), not his own, And we may WM 

further obſerve, that /as the Mind of the A. 
tiſt, in which his Pattern is conceived, is One 
eſſentially. with the Attiſt ; {o tle Word, n 
which the univerſal Archet etype Was conceived 
by God, muſt be one with God: no one be- 
ing properly ſaid to conceive of think brit au 


Idea in — Eſſence Alina Hows. * 
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. He gives us, p. 4. the Wen why 
E is the Place of the Archetypal 


ub 2s one, much leſs all the Divine Powers, 
r Attributes. Which ſhews that the pre- 

riſting Word is not a fingle Power it ſelf, 
ut the Place or Center of all the Dibine 
Powers : And therefore it was fit that the 
Ideal World, formed out of all the Divine 


Place of them. Which is this Author's Stile 


Rock of Wiſdom ranch) after the ſame manner 
St. Paul does, 1 Cor. 10. 4. where it ſtatids 

= r Chriſt or the Word, he ſays, () Fr the 
bigb and ſharp Rock is the Wien of God, 
vbich he cut high, and before all others, out 
F his own Powers; that is, He form d Her 
before the World, as its Archetype, out of 
is own Powers, uniting and centring in the 
WF Word the Place of them. And if we wou'd 
W know the Reaſon why the World could not 
be formed without fuch an Archetype, he 
tells us to this Effect in his Book De' Mund. 


ut 


— — 


3 © a) Exel ns & Ju PI nies) , Tom D © „05 
1 os yer? ay zuards, K s Ag Mots, E Way uo irn- 
vel. 1 T uz Mapnoas. | 
(b) Lib. 3. Leg. Aleg. p, 1103. H » Ges lei G mire 
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World, (%) Becauſe there is no other” Bla 
* k-/ides the Mord, capable 'of” receiving ſo 


Powers, ſhould be made in the Word, the 
WW: another Place alfo ; who, ſpeaking of the 


Oi, p. 5. that the Creature not being capa- 
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ble of receiving "Good as God is of giving i it; | 
God — the Good, he defign'd to com- 
municate, to the Capacities of the Creatures 
that were to be made by him, and to receive it 
from him; which ſeems plainly to be meant 
of the Limitation of the Word in the Idea I 
World or Archetypal Pattern. | 

The next I ſhall mention, is Tertullian 
Who, in his Book againſt Praxeds, chap. 5 
6, 7. ſpeaks much after the ſame Manner 
with Philo, and therefore ought not to he 
looked upon by the Author of the Poſeſcrin i 
as a Montaniſt in this Point, T will lay! 
down the Subſtance of his Doctrine i in the vl 
lowing Propoſitions. 

That the Word was 4 in God before al 
7 8, when God was ＋ alone. "i 

That in and by his Word were the Reaſon 
or Ideas of all Things formed. Ni 

That this F Fas. ci of Ideas in and by the 1 
Word, is the Creation of Wiſdom, or the 
Word, . mention'd Prov. 8. according to tie 
Septuagint Tranſlation. 

That beſides this Formation of Ideas, or 
Creation of the Word, there follow'd a Pro- 
lation of the Word ſo created or formed into 
Ideas, in order to make all Things outwardly, 
according to the Archetypal Patterns formed 
and conceived i in and by the Word before. 
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So that according to this Father, the Pro. 
lation of the Word was preceded” by its 
Creation, or Formation into Ideas; and Its 
Notscarion, by an abſolute and real Exiſtence. 
otherwiſe, if the Word ſubſiſted not before, 
= ow could it be ſaid to form thoſe Ideas, 
ich is called its Creation? as is affirmed in 
bheſe Words, (2) Thar all Things might be 
nade by Him (meaning the Word ) by whom. 
they had been conceived and ordered, nay, and 
already made, as far as they could be ſo in 
N the Mind of God. ART 
= Mr. Vhiſton, indeed, ſhews his Diſlike' to 
= this Doctrine of Prolation, or the Son's coming 
forth, by ſuſpecting it ( b) to be borrowed, in 
be latter Part of the Second Century, from ſome 
= Prolations or Emiſſions of the Antient Here- 
W ticks. Tertullian (c) was well aware of this 
= Objection, or found it ready made to his 
Hands, from whence our Author probably 
dock it; and was fo far from believing the 
= Prolation of the Son to be borrowed from the 
Hereticks, that he tells us, on the contrary, 
(d) that the Hereticks rather borrowed it 
from the Truth, to give Colour to their, Lie: 
And then ſhews the Difference between the 
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(a) Ur per ipſum ferent univerſa (nempe Logon) per quem 
erant cogitata atg; alſpoſita, imo & facta Jam, quantum in 
Dei ſenſu. 5 „ | | 

(4) Poſtſcript, p. 99. (c) Lib. adv. Prax, c. 8. 

(d) Imo hereſis potits ex veritate accepit, quod ad mendaciun 
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uum ſtruerer. : 
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"T 36 1 7 
Prolation held by the Chutch, and that ?by 
Valentinus. f 724 N 
Jo Tertullian I ſubjoyn Tatian, tho? elder 
in Time, becauſe his Doctrine may be better 
underſtood by the Help of Tertu lian. This 
Father teaches us, Sell. 7. Edit. Oxon. (a) 
that the Lord off all Things, or God the Fa- 
ther, was alone, in + reſet? of the * 1 1 * 
et made. a 

That tho' he was alone in chat Reſped, 
yet he tas not ſo in regard of the Ideas 0 
of all Things that ſubſiſted in bim. 

That therefore the Ideas of all Things fub 
1 ed i in him, becauſe his Word ( (the Iden! 
. ſubſiſted in him. 

That this Mord (or Ideal World) fubf hed 
in him by the (d) Power of the Mord. 

That this Power of the Word is the 7 ord 
zt ſelf; that is, in its firſt and neceſſary Sub- 
ſiſtence; as appears from Se&, 10. where it 
is (e) ſpoken of as a Perſon, and uſed for the 
Word, as the Context requires it, Se&#. 10. 

That when God willed, the Word (ot 
10 RR came « forth F 2 
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(d) Aid note qurd ugve, the ſame with N Siren, 
2 lictle before. Bid. & Sect. 10 | 
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22 SeF. 77 8. af, 4 
That 


on That bis coming firths or Birth, was 2 07 


der to Create (a). 8118910 
On which Propoſitions 1 make the follow- 
E | ing Remarks. 2112 
That God the F athers Fas abs beste 


che World, did not exclude the Ideal World. 
That this Ideal World is, according to 
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i That therefire the Word of God was wich 
5 theF ather, when theFather was N 3 which | 
ss Tertullian's Aſſertioun. 
„Tuhat the Power of the Word; or the Word 
it self, in its 5 /f Subſiſtence, is the Place of 
che Ideal World, or the World it {elf in its 
{| WE-/:condary Subſiſience. Which is alſo Philo's 
and Tertullian's Doctrine. 
That the Word in its ſecondary Subſiſtence, 


WT or as che Ideal World, came forth from the 
Pather to create all Things 3 Which is agree- 
able to Tertullian. 

ö by the Will of the Father. 


b n becauſe he was the Diſciple of Fre- 


That this coming forth, or 0 Birth, was 
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Philo and Tertullian, the” true en en | 


The Teſtimony of this Author is the more 


: | ſtin Martyr, and fo ſpeaks his Sentunents, 


and acquaints us with the Mind of that Fa- 
ther, when he attributes the Birth of the Son 
do the „ill of the Father, namely, that it is 
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vv Dade this Father a we to nal 
who, about the End of his Book De Trinitats, 
ſpeaks thus concerning the Son, (a) When che 
_ Father willed, the Word, the Son. was born. 
When cherefore the Father d, the Son 
came forth from the Father; and He, who Wl 
was in the Father, came forth from che Fa- 
ther and he who was in the Father, becauſe 
he. was of the father, was afterwards + wit y 
the Father, becauſe he came forth from the 
| Father. In which Words the following: Do- 
ctrines are contained. © 
That the Birth and Coming forth of the 
Son from the Father, is the fame Thing. 
That this Birth or Coming forth was vo- 


luntary, not neceſſary, 777 
That the Son was in the Father before his 
Birth or Coming forth. 


That the Reaſon of his being in the Father 
before his Birth, is his being of and from the 
Father before his Birth; which ſuppoſes him 
a diſtinct Subſiſtence from his Father before 
his Birtn. 

That he was not ſparked from his F ather 
after his Birth or Coming f forth, but was with 
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* a) Ex quo FERPA wy 0 Porer) enlate, ſermo filius natus 
| eſt Hic ergo, quando Pater voluit, proceſſ ex Patre, & qui 
in Patre fuit, proceſſit ex Patre: & qui in Patre fuit, quia en 
 Patre fuit, cum Patre n. Juir, wet r Patre proceſſ it; 
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_ chap. 28, 27. Then did He ſee it, and num- 
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he Father; and that his being borm of, or 


coming out of the Father, is the Reaſon of 


his being always with the Father afterwards, 
and not ſeparated from him; that is, he be- 
ing of the ſame inſeparable Eſſence with the 
Father, cou'd never, by any voluntary Prola- 


tim, be ſeparated from the Father. 


| cannot leave this Author without taking 
Notice, that his Stile of ſpeaking, in aſcribing 
the Birth of the Son to the Vill of the Fa- 


ther, is, together with Tatian's, a good Key 


to interpret thoſe Antients, who have ſpoken 


of his Birth after the ſame manner; ſuch as 


= St. Ignatius and Fuſtin Martyr in particular, 
as has been obſerved before, who both make 
him Son of God, and born of the Father by 
= bis Will and Power. For as our Author 


ſpeaks in the Terms of theſe Antients, he 
may be ſuppoſed to have received both the 
Terms themſelves, and their true Meaning, 


q as theſe Fathers uſed them, partly from their 


Writings, and partly from Tradition; and to 
have uſed them himſelf in the very fame 
Senſe in his own Treatiſe ; and to be there- 
fore a Cloud of -Witneſſes for the true No- 
tion of the voluntary Generation of the Son 
of God. So that it may be needleſs to cite 
any more on this Article. 3 

I ſhall only add one Paſſage out of Fob, to 
confirm the Truth of the Doctrines of theſe 
Antients; who, ſpeaking of Wiſdom, ſays, 


ber 


out. E "Words Throw Things wn 
be enquired into; 4 Firſt, What the Number: 
ing of Wiſdom means: Secondly, When iſhe 
a number d : Thirdly, How the was ſeen 
before ſhe ve numbred. Numbring ſuppo- 
ſes a Plurality, but the Eſſence of Wikdom is 
one ſimple Eſſence; Numbring cannot there- 
fore relate to the Efſence of Wiſdom. New 
ther can it belong to her eſſential Attributes 
or Perſections, in the common Notion of the 
Word; for Numbring ſuppoſes an Ignorance of 
the Plurality numbred; otherwiſe to what 
purpoſe is it numbred ? But God cou'd never 
be ignorant of the eſſential Perfections of Wif- 
dom, who receives her Subliſtence from Him. 
N umbring then muſt be underſtood in ano- 
ther Senſe, in which it is found in Scripture, 
namely, for doing or working in Number and 
Proportion, So God 1s. (aid, Pſalm 147. 4. 


to tell the number of the Stars, that is, to 


have created them in a certain Number knoun 
to himſelf. And Ifai. 65. 12. to number Ido- 
laters to the Sword, that is, to deliver up 4 
certain Number of them to Deſtruction. In 
this Senſe then Wiſdom ſeems to be number d, 
as formed or brought forth by God in Num- 
ber, not iu regard of her eſſential Perfections, 
which ſhe always had with her Eſſence be- 
fore her Numbring ; for God ſaw her, that 
is, contemplated her as the Object of his 
Love, which ſuppoſes her Subſiſtence. be- 


fore 


ore *. antes der: den ry er the 
ultitude of Ideas coriceivet* 151 feat in 

her, to be the Archetypal Pattern of the Hu 
WC reation. So that, in ſhort/-the Nuttibring - 
er is no more than the Reducing the Simpf- 


reation, which is the Fond ae, 
evident from tlie preceding Verſes; Fa 
derſtood the Way — and be b the 
Place thereof, when' be looked to the End. 
& be Earth, and ſaw under the whole Helv 
„ mate the Weight for the Mind; and 2 — 
. be meaſured 4 Waters in a Meaſure : , e 
e made a Decree for the Rain, and a Way 
1 for the Lightning of the. Thunder, then" 
The ** it ms — &. e 0 
Z ore he numbred her, that 18 
b hy ntl as s Cubſiſting 1 in the Unity a and Sict- 
4 plicity of her Eſſence, before he multiply'd 
5 xg into Ideas, and therefore ſhe reafly was, 
pre: exiſted; for that which is not, is 
nth er ſeen nor known. Which anſvers the 
third Enquiry. ee 
From what has been faid, ie will appear, 
both from Sacred and Human Authority, that 
the Word or Son og before ths Creation 
or N forth. 
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ity and Unity of her — into cel 
Number of A: 4 al” im rder td. 
reation. For that this — before _ 


I 


ä 8 58 * 9 ** * , Fee p 7 , t n * , 2 — > 15S As N 2 
IF. * * R r e 8 1 3 * 
. "It 7 e 1 2 2 py * x * 
7 - $7 , AB p L 4 * 55 : % 5 Mp A 
* . 4 7 * ? Ih 8 
F 5 . *% C IE 
4 Br 41 * 2 = 1 7 
- * 2 4 © 1 E 
d 7 — E BD * fs 
«"*% k 85 q 
* i». 9 1 * : 7 
* F CESS * * * 
{ IND Fc 5 : 
- 4 £ 
dot doh LEES 1 
L Ws. > N - * — 
- "* gy 4 þ 
a - 5 Nn ” 
© , ONS SR OS. 
1 * * N Pc. f :, 
3 1 
| xiſtin 3 Won ' * * 1 * 
* nl + 3 * 22 
* 


5 0 Fo . | 4 
. by 511 10 84. £1 af 4 1.7 


fn. tha Y; the Word G. 75 le Was a 


5 and an the F aher before his Creation and * 
Coming forth; ; and active, as co-operating * 


with him in his own Creation or Formation 1 


4 into Ideas. 


WR plain then, that. the 3 i 

ſtian Fathers no more believed the. Metaphy- 
ſick Exiſtence of the Son before his Creation, 
than thoſe mention d in the Conſideratiom; 
ar that he was; griginally an (y) Attribute in 
the Father, and afterwards created or begotten 
into a Perſon. Neither, indeed, is it credibk 
that any other of them ever did ſo: For if he 


miſtaken in cg, the Notion. upon the 


Author of the Con/i. ations, which he neve 
thought of till he found it in the Poſtſcript; 
tis no Wonder if he be no leſs out, in laying 
it upon the Antients. They. have proved 
themſelves too good Reaſoners in other Mat. 
ters, to fall into fo wild an Opinion, that one 
ſingle Attribute of the Father cou'd he create. 
or begotten into all his Attributes, which it 
__ waſt| be, if it be begotten into the Son; becauſe 
all the Divine Attributes, except thoſe which 
are properly Perſonal or Paternal, are ſpoken 
of the Son. But this is too abſurd to Bu 


o 
Edd 


(%) PoBſctipr; p. 98, 99. 
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purſu'd : I only wiſh that this Gentleman, | 
who thinks ſo oddly for others, be always in 
the Right when he thinks for himſel ::. 
The Importance of this'Artiele,| concernj þ 
WH on, is ſo great, ſo directly ſtrikes at Arianiſm, 2 
id takes the whole Authority of the Fathers 

ut of their Hands, that F'muft beg Leave to 
roceed a little farther before I leave it, and 


take Notice of another Notion of the Creation | 


5 


of the Son, in relation to his Soul. 
It is a very antient Tradition among the 
es, (a) that the Soul of the Meſſiah 
exiſted from the Beginning of the World. 
and ſome Learned Men are of Opinion, that 
errtain Paſſages of Scripture: cannot ſo:eafily 
and naturally be interpreted without this No- 
W tion : Such as Jobn 3. 136 No Man.bath 
caſcendæd up to Heaven, but. be that came _— 
= down from Heaven, even the Son of Mas ð 
which is, or was, in Heaven; and Phil. 2.7: 4 
hat he emptied himſelf. Origen was no i 
Stranger to this Opinion, when he ſays, () AY 
Perhaps the Soul of the Son in its Perfection, 
was in God and his Fulneſs, and coming out 
bence oben he was ſent by the Father, took 
Body of Mary. And again, upon theſe. 
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(a) See Halſ. de Meſſ. p. 39. _ 3 

(6) Clement. in Johan. p. 307. C. Tau 8 ; & 78 youu 
8 'Th £auTNIs Tv advert ? mn, à Ge H TO aiparan” 
nv, £169 Eehnaviya To amanla, Wm Te Haares. 
Ae 70 e Maelag ud. | 
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i Wands of obo the-Baptilt, e 
if Man \which- is 'preferred. T | 
muas before me, John 1. 30. He ſays thu 
chat it is ſpoken of Chriſt, 8 that ww n 
Hern that the May Man or 1 aife o mage 5 1 
Son of” kene mixed _ \bic Diwiiy 1 ee * 
on. 5 ce to; tus Birtb of the Vi 6 
| worm this Man be? Not the: Dime a & 
the Son it ſelf, becauſe he was mixed with I 
EE. wide the Body taken of the Virgin; be-. 
agagalauſe he ſubſiſted before the Birth of the Bo- 
4 dy. it muſt then be the rational Soul 
Which is confirm'd by the Appearances of the 
Moaſliah made to the Patriarchs and Fewij 
Fathers in the Form of a Man, the proper 
Indication of a Human Soul. Hence then 
| we may juitly mfer, that the rational. Soul, 
A united to the Word, was the firſt created Eſ- 
3 fence, or firſt Fruits of the Creation, ho- 
Z ly td the Lord, and claimed by the Son a 
his own Right. For if he was to be firſt, or 
( have the Pre-eminence in all Thing, | 
can that Advantage be deny'd him in relation 
to his Soul? Origen, who holds its Pre- 
exiſtence, ſeews to allow it to be firſt cres · 
ted. For ſpeaking of the Formation of Wil. 
dom _ the World, he OO God created: 
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1 AF ons . ies eie 
Soul. And this Opinion aAppeard ſo 4 
reaoole, that de 16d une Marks of in 


| between 


and the 2 created We ee, which he | 


Mad, 

Wisdom, i is the ee 
cher of us all, or the G Wich E 
prove a natural and caly Exxplication of the 
W Paſſage in Hermes, That the Churth of God 
vas created firſt, that is, as to the rationat 
W and intellectual Mind or Nature united to 
wWwidom or the Word; and ſhews us that 
Creation, in this Senſe, may be univocally 
affirm'd 'of Chriſt and the Angels; for the 

I Church is Chriſt, according to the [nterpre- 
SF tation of Hermas, Simil. 9. Sect. 1. Tho' 
I muſt obſerve that Applying the Term Crea- 

ted to the Divine Nature of Chriſt; does not 

infer, as the Author of the Poffſeript ima- 

gines H. the Creation of the Son to be like 

that of — > e the Neaſon- 


* * „ 9 


(a) Kreer, od Comment. in Joon p. 19. See "Y 
? 36. & cont. Celſ. p. 63. 
(0 Prior — create ef en m "Sapi entin, Foo creata 
N ment rationalis &. inteleflus is, cap. 8 we 
e) Page 104. © 3 a | 
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Game. en 
Space, muſt have the ſame Meaning; 

is 

Term Shop (a), uſed four times in the Com. 

| — of four or five Verſes; has two very dif- 
er 


ent Meanings; the one, a State of ſpiritual 


Death, or Separation of Soul from Body. 
But, after all, I believe it will a appear to any 
one who conſiders the Place, to which the 
Author of the Poſiſcript refers,” (which I take 
to be Simil. 5. F'5, 25 that the Creation of 
the Spirit or San there mentioned, is not his 
Creation before the World, but the Union of 
the Word with 1 of Fleſh, The printed 
Copy reads thus, (5) The Holy Spirit which 
mas infuſed. firſt 0 all into a Body. Two 


5 but {till in a Body: which is explained by 
= being (c) introduced into a Body: So that it 
means no more than that the Word or Spirit 
was firſt united to the Body of Chriſt, e 
whom it was to be adoptively united to the 
Bodies of the Faithful; as he fays after wards, 
by way of Encouragement to all Believe 


DE” K2SevdouW, 1 Theſ. 5. N TT 

(% Spiritum Janftum, qui * ifus ef onnium rau r- 
pere. W e 

(e) Corpus in quod indufus ef Spiritus e 5 

4) Accipiet enim mercedem omne corpus purum ac fe. macult 
— in quo habi tandi gratia tonftitutics — Spiritus ſendkeſ. 


a 
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upon a falſe Phintiple; that 10 
repeated in a ſmall. Diſtance 'of 


40 Scriptuse Odſervatith + För 


> Darkneſs or Security; the other, of natural 


Manuſcripts, in ſtead of infuſed read createl, 


rs. * 
( 4) Every undefiled Body _ be rewarde de, 


in 
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in which the E Ge Ae, ** g W 
dwell. But what is all thi to the Creation " 
Angels in the preceding Section? Or how r 
4 ge it appear that the Term Creation is uni: 
= vocally taken in both Places, except it be un = 
Lerſtood of their Union with a Bod)? ? 
Now whether. this Jewiſh and Chriſtian 
WY Notion, of a firſt created Mind united to tlie 
Word, be true or not, yet ſince it is an im- 
ſible Thing for Mr. V bhiſton to diſprove the 
ruth of 15 he ought. to be cautious in = 
what he advances concerning. ithe Creation of =_ 
| the Word in any other Senſe than has been i 
above-explain'd 5 w 
= For it may be that Ariuss Contra plations _ 
= role no 39 45 than this firſt created Mind; 6g 
that therefore he attributed Creation, in te 
ſtricteſt Meaning, to the Mord, which, only 
belong d to this firſt created Mind; that fle 
deny' d the Word to have afſum'd a reaſonahle 
Soul, becauſe the firſt Mind or Soul of the 
Aeli. ab was in his Theology the very Word 
it ſelf; and that therefore 1— divided Chriſt, 
and robbed the Church of his nobleſt Forks 
in denying his Divinity. 
= ltis probable, after all, that the Author = 
= the P of rript may flight theſe. Authorities, 
W becauſe moſt of them are later than Juſtin ': 
8 Moriyr ; Yet this is no Reaſon the Orthodo r 
mould do fo, and part with their Arms, b--. 
cauſe they are formidable to their Enemies. 
* is as ancient as s he c can well deſire, and 
Nova- 
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Wonlas an Lee for! he Mat | 
tins 57 W 067 Scripture]! it aſſords more 
Arguments for the Son's Eternity, than he 
cary poſſibly* ptoduee out of it . beotg 1 
OGuation After all, it is à partial and far 
prizing* Libelty this Author' allows himſelf 
of confining others, in anſwering his 'Oue- 
ſtions and prbying their Doctrines, to the 
two: firft Centuries ; whien, In Bis on . 

ſwers, and proving his Do&rines, hie calls in 


| he Am. f me wbek four: Gr. indeed, 


ir is ſtrange, that He ſhould reject any "Kind 
of Authority, who brings for Proof the Con. 
L ſtitutions and Recognitions. 

The Sen ef God, who as ters Seared 
to have ſubſiſted from all Eternity, and to 
have redueed himſelf into an Archetypal Sub. 
fiſtenee, in order to the Creation, proceeded 
firther, after tlie Fall of Man, in His won- 
derful 'Condeſcenſion, and humbled himſelf 
ſo far as to-unite his Godhead! to the Hum: 

Nature, and become Man, that he might e. 
cover all that had been Joſt by Man. For 
ſuch was the Will of the Father, that as 6 
Man came Death, ſo by Man alſo ſhould come 
the Reſurrection the Dead, 1 Cor. 15. 21. 
and that the Seed of the Woman Pula bruiſe 
rhe Serpent's Head, Gen, 3. 15. Now to 
know what the Son of God, or the Word, 
aſſumed to become Man, we muſt 

into the Nature of the firſt Man, or His Con- 
* Parts : 3 To do which, it wilk be ne. 


ce * 


'T&E 


ceſſary to look back upon b. Hikory of 
his Creation; for as He was, ſuch muſt the 
Humanity of the Word be. Gen. 2. 7. we 
e told, that the Lord formed Man out of the 
5 of the Ground, and breathed into his N. 
firils the Breath if Life, and Man becum 4 
"Y living Soul. Where we learn but two con- 
1 r Parts only, the — 1 out of the Duſt. 
and the Breath of Life, to quicken and 
animate it; bers ſame Principles are incul- 
| 8 Exel. 37. in his viſional Reſurrection 
3 of dry ry For, Firſt, There is a For- 
mation of the Bodies of the Deceas'd, the Si- 
ce and the Fleſh came up upon them, and 
4 Skin covered them above ; but there war 
* Breath or Spirit in them. Secondly, God 
\ Pearbed into them from the four. Winds, and 
| 105 lived, and flood upon their Feet, ver. 9, 
f The only Differnce between the two 
: wee ng is this, that the Principle breathe 
2 into the Body at its Creation is call'd the 
W Þreath of Life; but that at its Reſur- 
rection the Spirit; probably to ſhew, that 
he Life of this quickening Principle will be 
as much exalted in the Reſurrection above 
what it was in the Creation, as the Force of 
2 Mini is above that of a Breath. The 'Que- 
fon is, what this Breath of Life, br Spirit, 
is, that quickens the Body ? The Anſwer is 
ealy ; ; the ( 2) rational Soul, as containing in in 


(a): See ßen. 7. F. c. 12. Theophil. 2 p. 119. . 


29d. con. Marc. J. 2. c. 9. .Gbryſoft. How. 13. in Gen, 2. A= 


gxft. lib 7. de Gen, ad Lit. c. 3. And fo a 
Cavin N I 1 x the Jews, Tee = . 


1.3% % 
it Sata 1 quickening power: Fur nothing 
elſe was added either to the firſt created 
of Adam, or the reformed Bodies of the = 
do make them living Men, but this Principle; 
which it could not have done, had it been | 
any thing leſs than a rational Soul. Neithe 
cou'd we 1 had a juſt Hiſtory of the Crea- 
tion of Adam, beyond that of the Brutes, ifk 
the rational Soul were excluded the Account. i 
As then the firſt Man who brought in Death, 
conſiſted of a rational Soul and Body; fo | 
Man, who was to cauſe the Reſurrection of i 
5 the Dead, was to be of the ſame Principles; 
* bother iſe he wou d not be Man, but of x 
different Species; nor wou'd it be true, tha 
as by Man came Death, fo by Man alſo ſboul 
come the Reſurrection of the Dead. The 80 
of God therefore, or the Word, took upa 
him a rational Soul, and Body, to redeen 
Man; for ſince it was the Free-Will of th: 
rational Soul in Adam that ſinned unto Death, ® 
_ the Free-Will of the rational Soul was to obey 
Fo unto Life, For if the Word only were unitzl 
Bs 10 Fleſh, and this Word be not tonfoundel 
4% with the firſt created Being or Mind, of at 
Intellectual Nature, like Human Souls, what 8 
E - cou'd the Word do for the Redemption of 
1 Man, being it felf of a different Nature from if 
1 the Soul of Man ? And how cou'd it be true 
1 . that, as by one Man's Diſobedience many tere 
| -made Sinners, ſo by one Man's Obedience mi 


ne ſhould be made n Rom. 5: I 25408 
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The Neu Teſtament is very expreſs in this 
Point : Chriſt ſays, Matth. 26, 38. My Soul | 
i exceeding. ſorromful, even unto Death ; 
and 44s 2. 27. St. Peter applies to Chriſt: 
Pam 16. 10. For thou wilt not leave'my; Soul 
„ Hel. What Soul? Not the Body: for ie 
could not be ſorrowful, having no Lite nor 

W Senſation in it ſelf, as appears from its Crea - 
tion; otherwife to what Purpoſe was the * 
Breath of Life inſpired into it to render it = 
capable of vital Operations ? But further, the 
Soul is oppoſed to Fleſh or Body, ver. 37. 4 
and therefore is not to be confounded with 4 
the Body, or comprehended under it: The 
Soul then muſt be the Breath of Life, or 
rational Soul breathed: into the Body; for we 
have no Mention but of theſe two Principles, 
W nor of any other Soul given to the Body, but 
chis one; which, as in its ſuperiour Faculty it 
is rational, fo in its inferiour is it ſenfible and 
* eg inſpiring Life into the inanimate 
9 y. This is called Spirit or Ghoſt, Matth. 


27. 50. as it is call'd Ezek. 37. 8. and was 
(a) breathed out by Chriſt, when he dy'd 
upon the Croſs, as a plain Indication that it 3 
was the Breath: of Life, that had been 
breathed into him from the Beginning; ani — 
was commended into- the Hands of the Father, _ 
as a Divine Principle breathed out of hin, 


. is. 1 a ** 


5 : 
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with Matth. 127. 50, land 


( Luke 23. 46. compar'd 
Jon 19. 30. 107A Tra 4 


hom; as its 8 it had aRigh | 
of Renmning: in Diſtinction from the Spit 
'Brutes, that £0" ee zo. She. an 
def 3. 21. . "int 
Trenæus e Doctrine of & ratiom Mam 
1 Soul in the Perſon of Chriſt; For, ſays he | . 
Ce) Cui. gave bis So for our Sorin, and ih 
bir Fleſh for our Fleſb. As then the Fleſh of 
Chriſt was the ume with our Fleſh, ; for 
. which it was given, ſo muſt the Soul of Chriſt 
be the ſame with our Souls; and this Au- 
thor's Notion of the Souls of Men will er: 
7 plain to us his Notion of the Soul of Chriß. 
In his: ſecond Book, chap. 60. he attributs 
Seeing, Hearing, Thinking, NMlemory, and 
Mind it ſelf, to the Soul; * makes it the 
Subject of the Viſions of the Prophets.z "is 
is, he looked upon the ſame Soul to be the 
Principle of Reafoning and Senſation, and did 
not multiply it according, to its F aculties 
Chap. 62. he affirms the Soul, with the Bo- 
dy, and nothing more, to go into Hell, in 4 
damned Perſon; and yet we certainly Eno 
from the (5) Story of the Rich Man, Lake 16. 
and from the Apology of the Wicked at tlie 
general Reſurrection, Matth. 25. 44- that the 
Sauls of the Damned have the Tach of. 
e 5 nee, cee to this. E "ol 
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F. Rpt, TIV OUTS ανν 0) NuETEpPaV ouptar, Lib. & c. 1. 
Al Tren cur argues from hence, That ſeparate Squls have | 

2 Remembrance of their paſt Actions. 

ih, 3 | 8 TH { they, 


u tb 
nh were: . he Spro of the 1 Jamned,;ia0s: 
7 ring tothis Father's Divifionof Body, Saule 


4 Spirit; for. he allows no Spirit to (a) 
wha Perſons : Therefore the Soul, in this 
ather's Diviſion of a perfect Man, is the Nati 
nal Soul. If then the Souls to be! redeem 
rere rational Souls, then muſt the Soul uf 
hriſt, that was given for them, be alſb rau. 
ranks ; there appearing no more)Reafon for aur 
Saul in an equivocal Scnſe, than h 
erm a Haſh and by conſequence this F ather's 
lotion ot as Soul of Chriſt,” was that of 


| tional one. Nr 
| The ſame Doctrine afin wat ble Soul in 


e Perſon of Chriſt is aſſerted by Tertullian 
ho ſays, (a) That therefore th Han gf G 
3 an entered into a: Soul, nut that 
be Sou might know it ſelf in Chrift, hut thats 
= know Chriſt in it ſelf; which, js evi! 
ently to be underſtood: of à rational Soul, 
the Context will ſfiewv; for a pure ſenſitive; 
8 Soul is uncapable of Knowledge, and the Di-“ 

ine Word or Neaſon, as it is the Light of ca 
I Boul, can be received 1nto Mages. but a ati 
onal or intellectual F tu,. e der 0 = 
_ Origen in nis 2d Bouk Againſt Ctlhe,'p p.625 
63 80 fays nl the Soul and Bod er chr 
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( Propterea Hlius. eee et animam ſubiit, non ut ipſa 
N e anima cogneſceret i in Chriſto, ſed "ut Chriſtum 225 N. oſs 
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d ide Wald Hoke y them, en 
as an Organ; as the Sou ul and Body of a Pre: 
a were the Organ of God Who f. 


Now it is certain that God ſake by 2 # 
rational Soul of the Prophets, both accordins 
to Irenæus, Lib. 2. c. 60. and the Story A, 
the: Prophets, who. underſtood not only 1 | 
more — 5 of their Pro pheſies relating to their 
own: Times, but alſo the Subſtance of tie! 
more difficult Ones relating ro the Meſſia; 
tho? not the Time of fulfilling them, 1 Ben 
I. 10, IT. Therefore, according to this Ha. 
ther alſo, the Word aſſumed a 10 Soul; Bi 
which is further evident from his Notion a 
the Pre- exiſtence of the Soul of the Meſſiah, M 
Other Authors might be cited for the ſame pur 
pag but theſe are ſufficient. 
I ſhall only ſhew that Juſtin Martyr is ll 
on our Side, notwithſtanding that the: Poſt. 
ſeript (a) calls it a' ſtrong Proof againſt the 
rational Soul in the Perſon of Chriſt. It i; 
there roundly enough aſſerted, but: how tie 
will appear afterwards, That the Ancient Chri- 
fitans ever eſteemed Man made up diretly if 
Body, Soul, and Spirit, without dreaming that 
one of chem was & bare Influence only. If tbu 
were true, then cou'd they never exclude Man 
from the Spirit, for this were to unman him: 
But Ireneus expreſly excludes Sinners from the 
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ode onb, who keep under their Appetites: 
VE RR of Life, or rational Soul to all 
( lankind in general. Nay he makes Adam 
imſelf to have had nothing ſuperiour to a 


aAppetites to the quic ening Spirit . which 
Spirit he calls a Portion of God's Spirit, C. 8. 


A | on the Children of Adoption, c. 12. and this 
in Oppoſition to the Breath of Life in common 
to all Men. One then of the Antient Chri- 


= Divifon of Man, and looks upon the Spirit as 
a Divine Manifeſtation, or an Aſſiſting Form, 


is Tarian, Orat. ad Græcos, d 22. 25. who 
= calls the Spirit in Man ſuperadded to the Soul, 


me Divine Spirit and Spirit of God; denies it 


WF to be in all Men, and attributes it to the Obe- 

dient only; who on this Account are properly 
and folely Men, as being in the Image and 
Likeneſs of God. 5 24. 8 . 
But the Poſtſcript proceeds and tells us, 
That when Juſtin and others mention in gene- 
ral but two, Soul and Body, they mean-.the 
Same thing as when they enumerate all three, 
Spirit, Soul, and Body. I muſt own I have 
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C7 ving or rational Sov! before his Fall, as ha- 
ui ing not yet attained by the Conqueſt of his 


and the Spirit poured forth in the latter Times 


3 (a) in the Soul of Man. Of the fame Mind 
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| en ary manner of Expreſſion, that envoy. 
-this ervatio . 7 willy the” Auth 
1 — affages, .H 'fin& lf 
| oem the following Ren, 1 will conſids 
a e e ſays he; in by wha Wi 
docked nun as ſtill belonging do or contain 
in tbe as Juſtin ſpeaks > and,” byrbe Bs 
ch, obey do not meum à dead ſenſeleſs Carcaſs, 
Na Going Body, with all irs ſenſitive Ope- 
_ Patrons and Attions ; or a Body with its Jen- 
 fiteve Soul. So that, "argv; to this Au- 
thor, when they mention Bod — ore only, 
mme Body ſtands for Body Body and Soul, and | * 
Sdul for the Spirit. tt muſt be confeſs'd in- 
_ deed, that Sond, "4 191. He Reſurrettime, . 
fays, —— zs in the Body, which be Wl 
enplains a Line or two after by ſaying, tha 
the ody ic the Houſe of the Soul. But then 
he fays alſo, that the Spirit is the Houſe of W 
_ tbe Soul. H then the Soul belong 5 
dy becauſe contained in the Body, as Me. 
Mhiſton reaſons, then muſt che Soul abb 
long to the Spirit becauſe contained in the Spi. 
rit; and being comprehended under both of 
them, the Diviſion ſhou'd be made into Body 
and Spirit, not Body and Soul; "which we 
need not doubt but Jin wou'd. have done, 
had that been his Opinion, which is afſforted 
in the Poſtſcript. But, ſays he, Juſtin and 
ethers, by a Body, meant 2 Boy with u ſen- 
ſitiue Sea. If * then wherever Body and 
ratio! 
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the Unju "ore ſenſible, "after 
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5 that is, ch erz. 

1 Squls, as may be herd from the 
I itation. he ae 1 l — out of Matth. 
. 28. % rarber fear him, who" is able to 
Fi Kefer 1 both Soul atid Body in Hel. Which if 
- [Ting the ſenſible Sou] a my the National, 
ien! is not the whole N ed, that has 
; Inned: againſt God by p Wos Reaſonings, and 
W corrupt Uſe ofthe res vil, but only the 
* 1 and Brutal Sort. Which 18 contrary 
mo Luke 16. and Matth. 25.44. which Tup- 

| boſs the Souls of the Damned to be capable 
of Reaſoning :* therefore _ the Soul deſtroyed 
with the Body is the Rational Soul; and by 
conſequence the 'Soruls of the Unjuſt, "that are 
enſible after Death, of the Pains of Puniſh 
nent, were meant by this Father to be Ratio- 
34 Souls; ; there being no Reaſon from the Cir4 

cumſtances of the Context to vary the Mean- . 
ing of the ſame Word i in fa {inall a Compaſs; 
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8:12 ine; fmces it tends 7 ; 157 
py xr Tebets, the Snuff 1e N 
if the fenlitive Son b 15 for the We 
n mut be, if ie be e th the B0 
1 by the Wotd, and the. 155 & the Office © 
a rational Svut, which in their Philoſophy 
2 different Subſtance from that'sf the eke 
nd if the Sufferings of the Bod 1. aye h 
i the fenfirive Sour, that being Jigs . 
'£ ge of Serfation, to what purpoſe at 
felt in the Word, as they needs muſt 2 7 the 
Word de pifible, Or if the Word be paffible 
and capable of Senſation, to what purpoſe was 
4 ſenile Soul united with it together with 
W the Body? Sitice this is tb multiply Subjects 
Without a Cauſe, and make two ſenſitive Souls 
in the ſame Body. Either therefore they muſt 
deny the Mord to have a Senſe of the Suffer- 
ings of the Body, as (a) Irenæus and other 
Ancient (#) Fathers do, or make the ſenfible 
. to be one Subſtance with the Work bellen 
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ict their Notion: Bois the ſenfitiv 
bo ye tiers in the Bod 7 5 mak 
— Chriſt to oonſiſt but of Two. conſtiruent 
: Word and Body, in oppoſition to W 2 Hl 
yr, who =: them: to be T Wort 
"There: remains one Anal Ob Aion l be by 
1 had to the Doctrineof a rational Soul the Per. 
ſonof Chriſt, which is that (a 145 bas rad: 4 
Had, bad a Body gr #2 3 him, &c. Te which 
Lanſwer, that ſuppoſing the Opinion of the Pre: 
exiſtence of Human Souls, which was enter- 
tain'd among the Jews in the Time of St. Pau 
and St. John, or of the Pre-exiſtence of the 
Human Soul of the Meſſiah in particular, jt 
only follows that the Human Soul of Chil 


was vitally united in the Womb of the Virgin 
to the Body Ik jon for it, as other Hum 
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3 1 ouls are united to theirs. And 
pet he might, according to Marth. 26. 38, | 
very properly ſay, My Soul ( i. e. my Human Wl 
Rational Soul) is exceeding ſorrowful. Ne. WF * 
vertheleſs, the Author of the Poſtſcript cu | 


not but know that Fleſo in the Language of 
the Scripture is frequently us d for FE: hal 
r 4 
To ſum up all that has been faid on the 
Subject or Article of the Incarnation, it is at 
dent, 7 Rs dP 


That it was neceſſary that Man Ruined by 
Mag, 2 be Redeemed by N Man. 8 
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4 hat the oe Wo in ens upon. him the 
7 110 ature of May, allumed a ET 0 reaſons, 
bie Soul. 1 
That Reaſoning "and Senſation i in Man be- . 
long to the Fare individual Subſtance . f 
oul. 
= P That therefore the Word couw'd: not take the 
W Senſitive Soul of Man. without aſſuming the 
| Rational. Wy 
= That the Sufferings of the Body upon the 
Crocs were felt in the Soul as Sen! tive. 3 
That therefore the Word coud not aun 5 
W without making two Senſitive: . Rag. the 
| Jarns Many . 1 
That the Word i is lmpaſſibie. 2 
Having proved that Jeſus Chit is true God 
and true Man, I ſhall endeavour to add ſome- 
& thing to what has been already faid in the 
Conſiderations , concerning the Divinity of 
the Holy Ghoſt , and ſhall begin with 5 
who (4) gives to the Divine Spirit the Ap- 
pellations of Eternal Knowledge, and the All- 
zeiſe Spirit. And ſpeaking of the Communi- 
cation of 1 it from * to che en Elders, 
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feial; chit 45, nat. daniaped whe content, 


cared,” nor diminiſhed: the irs Under/tindih | W 
4 Knowledge, and Wiſdom, when . din | Ci 
ed ptbers.. In which the following Tüths NM 
=: are contain d: That the Divine Spirit | is Alt: ay ©: 
Fo wiſe, Eternal, and Omnipreſent, £8 tits Bl 
communicable. to others, ol oſs to it tl 
ſell. That no created Spitit is fo comm. WF * 
cable.” And that therefore the Divine Spit f © 


is no Creature at all. much lefs a Creatute dt 
the Son, as the Paſtſcripr affirms, p. 9 


Again, ſpeaking of Knowledge, p. x65, | / 
Shen! 18 the fame with the Divine Sole "AC- I | 
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cording to p. 287. (b) he fays; If thou lb. 
noweft My” Father _ made 20 We orld,.. 0 a 
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„ Third and wa Tee, hich 
5 Holy Gboft. | V * ; by 
"From tlie we 10 Gale 


The firſt of whom ſhall be. Herne, . 7 
Aſendar. 10. F 2. ſpeaks t thüs. () 8005 
1 5 iris, given of God, is not "ache; But Hoi 
= 1; Virtue Wh e 0 „I 5 Peaks e 

it (elf, for it is Rom above, Py 
Ja 4 2 9 — 1 "Wie feb | 
that the Virtue F the Godhead is interpreted 
afterwards by fire Virtue the Divine" Sh 
which may Gaps lde fe us to believe that in ch 
Senſe of this Author tlie Spirit Was GG. A 
gain ſays he, (5) Tbeſe fort of Men * I 
Doubt I know not 2 * Que) int to put 5 
be Godbead, that is, to the Virtue of the Di l 
vine Spirit ' communicated. 4 to the Prophet, 4 as 
appears from the preceding Section, where 
the Doubtful are repreſented” as conſulting # 
falſe Spirit under the Notion of its being the 
Divine Spirit, or the Virtue of it, in a true 
Prophet. If then be 'Godhead or Virtus of 
the Godhead ſtand for the Divine Spirit and 
its Virtue, dotli it not further appear that this 
Antient Writer looked upon the 1 to be 
| na 3 


« a) Omnis enim Spirit a des datus, 0x interrogatur, 3 hes | 
bens virtutem Diviniratis, d ſe omni, loquitur, quis aeſurſum >, f 
& virtute divini Spiritus. | F n 


Ls * nn inteligunt queſlione Divinitatis, IN 


The neit * dual be taken out of 
hn Legat. Edit. Oxon. p. 41. whofe 
Words are theſe, (a) Me alſo ſay that the H aly 
Ghoſt it ſelf, which mover the ende is an 
Effſux from God, flowing furth and returning 
to bim as a Ray of the Sun; He had been 
ſhewing juſt before that the Son came forth: 
from the Father; and then adds, that the Ho- 
ly Ghoſt alſo flows from the Father, making 
God the Father the common Fountain of Son 
and Holy Ghoſt, but after different Manners; 
if chen the Spirit come out of the common 
Root of the Godhead no leſs than the Son, 
ho can it be ſaid to be created by the Son, 
hes for be his felt Creature? and if it be an (5) 
ux God, as Wiſdom it ſelf, or the 
Word is a pure (r) Efflux or Emanation from 
tb⸗ Glory of the Almighty, MWiſd. 7. 25. wh 
' chou'd: it partake leſs of the Divine Nature, 
= than the Word it ſelf? And if it flow from 
dd as a Ray from the Sun, then muſt it be 
'-conſubſtantial, or of the ſame Eſſence with 
' God, as the Ray is with the Sun; and fince 
it has perſonal Attributes given to it in Scrip- 
ture, it muſt be a Conſubſtantial Perſon, that 
is, true God, But if we proceed; and conſi- 
der the antecedent and 1 Tong Reaſoni ing, 
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to be the common. Dotine-6f arg ing 
Times. For the better > Un | 
which we 1thr{t conſider, that the (pelo 
mad been wiping off a Wicked and falſe fi. 
putation lald upon the Chriſtians, chat dne) f 
were -Atheifts; which he does by ſh 2 
tllat they held e the Father, God thei 
Son, and the Holy Ghoſt: fand then: inferz 
that it was Matter of Wonder that they, 'whb 
held theſe, ſnoud be accoumted Atheiſts: Nom 1 
if 'the Holy-Ghoſt were not God in 'theirOji-W 
nion, but an inferiour Being, how 'cou'd'they 
prove themſelves to be ho Atheiſts by acknov- Wl 
ledging à Being that was no God? They WR 
might indeed infer ĩt from tlieir donſaſſing Gol WAS 
the Father and God thie Son, whom ay d 5 
lieved God; but to hlt purpoſe w *the 
; Iy/Ghoſt -ſoyned as a Third with them w 
ſtrepgttten tlie Inferente,. if he were not al. 
lowedd by them to be real: Gd? t muſt tie 
neceſſarily follow, fince they purged then. 
"ſelves from the Imputation of -Atheiſm by 
-confeſhng theſe three Perſons, that, if they 
acted eke, they believed adh rand all of 
them to be True God. And firice this! Con- 
feſſion was not made in the Authors own 
Name, but in that of the Church, as being 
an Account of their Faith in his Apo logy 
made for them to the Kenan "Eniperouts, 
mult be looked upon as a gloridus and publ. 
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1 Mutter from the like Diſtinction of. 
— Poets and Philoſophers he proceeds to 
ell them, Firſt, what they believed and 
2 of God. 24h. What they taught ß 
Mutter. And under the firſt; Artiolè of Gul, 
he tomprehends Father, Son, and Holy 
ps united in One; which would have been 
Foreign to. the Deſign of the Article, had not 
y Ghoſt: been believed to Rave been 
or as for created Spirits, he ogy 
them after wards, under the ſecond Article, as 
W omployed in the Care and Government * 
Man it vi 0 BIS 1-14 l 5 
The next Witneſs 41 the Divinity of the 
Holy Ghoſt, is Tertullian, who tho he de- 
rex 4 Plurality of Gods, yet wou'd not haue 
it underſtood; 2 iff (b) the Father were nat 
God, nor the Son God, nor tbe Holy Ghoſt God, 
nor ον one God. A little after he affirms, 
(c) Tbat the Name of God and Lord, belmg 
to Father Son and Holy Ghoſt, Ch. 30. He. 
calls the I, Ghoft 0 Fhird in the Gad. 
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hend; (a) and makes him conſubſtantial with: 
he Father, Ch. 24. and tells us Ch, 3 1. that it 
is the Prerogative of the Evangelical above the 
Tewiſh Economy to bring us to the Knows 
ledge and Belief of Three Perſons, Fat hen, 
Sion, and Holy Ghoſt, and One Gad. Now if 
it can be proved that this was the peculiar E. At: 
thuſiaſm of the Spirit of Montaniſm; or that 
Tertullian did not always hold the Rule of 


e Creature, and endeavours 
Fobn 1. 3. Al Things mere ma 
it bout vim Tas not any Thing. 
am of Opinion, proves 
fe, but only upon Suj 2 
45g was made; which is . 
For if it be granted that the Sp irit is 
$718 e it neceſſarily lere chat he was) 
ade by the Word, the Deſign 
being to teach us that ev Ty. 
ade by the Word. Ib Bie mee ed” 
to be a Cocitnes the Proving all Cres 10 
have been made by the Word, can never c 
ince the Orthodox that che Spirit is a Crea- 
$ - Origen had a right Notion of the 
5 of this Reaſoning, at \therefore: ſay KO 
Ca) I am of \Opinion, thut the Penſon who 
afſerts-the Holy Ghoſt to be made, and allaws_ 5 
all Thinge to haue been made; bythe Ward,” 
wmuſt neceſſarily own that the Holy 3baſt: tea 
. Nu de by the World. Inwhich Words he does not 
Fabſolutely infer from the Text a Neceſſity of 
Believing that the Holy Ghoſt was made; but 
only upon the Suppoſition of his being be- 
liev'd to be made, he infers the Neceſt 
believing that he was made'by. the Son. Ahe 
n 1008; was e. 0 . e of this 
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like; the Father, if n 

if there Were no Mediums of | 

tumten Self. 

wou make us believe hr the Saler, 
timo the Spirit, is the C 

Opinion, who deny the Spirit to de by 
the Son. But witli what Juſtice he does this 
let thoſe conſider who, witk older Authority 
the middle Way, and believe that 
Holy holt proceeded or flowid out © from i 
the: N Tuo, if Rufinus may be 


Nr, rhar.che in di, 
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As for the e tema of, henaw, 05 
282. to 


Fertil q againſt en, — 
the Stile of Speaking and Reaſoning 16 0 like 
that of renews; that one woud almoſt think 


he had the very Paſſage before him, when 
he wrote that Chapter. For, Firſt, He makes 
the ſame Diſtinction between the e Nrrit and 
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(2) A . 
tb) De Alulterat. Lib. Orig 51 e am — "ts - 
Scriprura, ubi Spiritus Sanctus 22 vel creotus diceretu. 


by, He ks Sint, 12 e of N 1 
1 Cod. Thirdly, He affirms the Breazblaf . 3 
, e Se to be made by the Spirit; 
och which are aſſerted im the O Arn 
ons to haye been taught by After im tlie 
Paſſage referridl to: So that I cannot burdook 
en this to be be an anfieds Tan of e 1 
Mind of Ir | 
The Poſtſcript alſo (50 anſwers the A ; 
ment. 2 0 (c) 1 Chr. a. 10. . | 
Divinity and Conſubſtantiality of the Hoh 1 
Ghoſt, by faying, What Noed of Seen, 4 
Enquiry, if the Spirit knew thoſe deep Thins e 
2 ns” as the Father ? Nay, hom can there be 
Noom for Scurch, unlefettbere be tea real. Be- 
kings concerned? But he is (greatly miſtalcen 
in his Notion of tlie Word Search:, wins 
does not always ſtand fore. Enquiry, as he 
x imagines; but ſometimes for Knowing, as _ 
I F | in this Place; 3 for ſo the Apoſtle Ns * ; 9 4 
himſelf in the next Verſe, Even ſo t the * 
F Things of God knoweth nd one we _— 
| but the Spirit of Go. In which Prov. 139. 7: a 

Senſe it is taken [Fob 28. a7. who pm: 10.3. | 
peaking of Wiſdom, ſays, that 1 = 
God ſam it and — it, he gen ts: 2 
prepared-i it, yea, rand ſearthed it: 
out; that 1 is 3 dae it, For it cannot be '£ 3 
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R 0 c) The Spirit 2 all Things, even the d Thi Ing 3 
+ See the "FE ek in he LKK. e v. if -Y 
ſup- SY 
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Kuppe. that aer God had ſeen} non 
and prepar' d Wiſdom, he ſhould ſtand iin ne 
of ſearching her, in order to know her. Mh 
that, let the Meaning of ſcarc bing be what i „ 
will, it can never import an Inorance f a 
God of Wiſdom ſearched into; and then , 
fore the Term may be uſed, where the Know 
ledge is already perfect, and incapable of In | 
rovement. Secondly, Searching. 0 
3 impl. that wo real einge are ene I 
zs evident from Pſalm 77. 6. And I ſearchel 
out my Spirit," as it is read by the Septuagint 
-Vulgar, and Syriac Verſions. For if the 8. 


mit be the rational Soul, as I conceive Mr. li. 
fon underſtands. it, what conſtituent Part HH 


24 Man can ſearch the Spirit of a Man; bu 
the rational Soul or Spirit it ſelf ? Surely th 


ſenſeleſs Body, or Soul as ſenſitive, can » 


ver ſearch the Soul as rational, nor the ink 
riour Powers enquire into the ſuperiour; f 


then the Spirit ſearches it ſelf, there m 


de Room for Search, and yet not two reil he 
ings concerned in it. Thirdly, Neither ithe 
Spirit of a Man really different from the. Mat 


whoſe Things he knows, in any PR 


as it 1s taken for the rational Soul. For, 4 

ſuch, it is the very Difference of Man, that 
makes him what lie is, and diſtinguiſhes him. 
from all Beings of another Species; that Man 
cannot be 'Man, or a reaſonable Creature, 
without it: and therefore it is fo far froin be 
N ing wand different from him, that it is 5 
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Ly Thing that denominates Him zu. if 
then the Spirit of God de no wote really 'ahd 
Wubſtancially different from God, than tlie 
irit or reaſonable Part of Man is from Man; - 
e Spirit muſt of Neceſſity be True Gd. 
If then the Holy Ghoſt be True God, and 
tonſubſtantial with the Father aid Son, as has 
been proved from Authorities of greater An- 
W riquity than Origen and Euſebius, it will fol. 
low that with the Father and Son he is One _ 
God, This is evident from the Premiſes 3 | 
and may be more particularly diſcern'd by 
looking back ori Achenagoras's Reaſoning, 
p. 41. where, as he proves the Chriſtians to 
be no Atheiſts, from their Confeſſioti of 
Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, (which ſup- 
WE poſes each of them to be real God, in the 
Opinion of the Chriſtiahs,) fo does he take 
away the Suſpicion of Polytheiſih, which he 
had been juſt atguing againſt, by aſſerting 
the Unity of the Three Perſons; which, if it 
were an Unity of Conſent, and not of Sub- 
ſtance, would be no Argument, fince ſuck 
an Unity might well conſiſt with the largeſt 
Polytheiſm; arid hotwithſtanding theif Pro- 
feſſion of One God, they might ſtill be found 
to be Worſhippers of Many. See alſo p. 49. 
and 110. The fame will appear from the 
WF former Citations gut of Tertullian againſt 
 Praxeas, to which I will add one or two 
more by way of Confirmation of this impor- 
tant Doctrine. Chap. 2. he affirms Father; 
; 1 "1 "als + 


re way 2 three Ga. mil 
retber; and Chi ac acknowledges the 
5 Perſons 7 be ne wich A fubſtantial 


. of” theſe. two Writers, for 

: 11 e of the Holy 2 oft; 

7 e it the more trange, that it ft uld be 
7 aſſerted i in the Poſtſcrips, p. 81. that ah Chr 

ſhan ever heard of ſuch - Doctrine or Lan. 
guage till ball after the Council of Nice, 
when toy bo fourtſh'd a long time * 


it. 4 
The | el Author uſt excuſe me, 4 if 1 
cannot have ſo mean an Opinion of . yr 
ment (2) taken from 1 Cor. 12. hi: Trinity 
in Unity, as he (þ) expreſſes 3 el * 
ſince ſome ancient and learned @ athers, 
who may be ſuppoſed to have well thought 
on what they were doing, fall into the Ike”, 
Interpretation. 4 
From gr, has been Gid of the Divinity TY 8 
the Spirit, and its Unity with the Father 0 
Son, will ap pear the vidence, of the Truth 
of St. 4. ag s 


eres Torch 1 
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1 x N B 
7 N p. 13, 14 Kc. „ 
(6) Poſtſcript, P- 99, 100. * G 3: 45 1. J 
(e. Baſil ad Amphil. Ambrofins, Hierwyons, 8 
(a) F. 6. de Trinit. cap. 9. Quoties in Scripturis Deus = 
folate & indefinite N tre: Fon views peer THO 
ſegnificari. n 
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G0 i. auch ind lh, 
Scripture, ſo often ure the whole a Bib 
| Perſms underfiood togerber.” Whenfoener 
Agar God 18 Wer pe in Seriptute, the 
Holy Ghoſt muſt” be worſhipped alſd, as the 
third in the Trinity, comprehietided under 
the Name God, and therefore muſt have had 
a daily Share 6f the Temple-Worſhip under 
the firſt OFconomy, Which is à large and 
copious Proof of the Riglit of the Spirit co 
Divine Worthip ; and ſhe ws it was no childiſh 
Comment of the Antients, who "underſtood 
the Term Holy to be thrice repeated (4 


the Seraphim, in Honour 'of the Trinity; 


which; tho con from the Fews, and 
referved for the Light of the Chriſtian Dif- 


penſation, as Terrulian (b) tells us, yet edu 


not be unknown” to the Dielen Spirits, the 


conſtant Attendants of God's awful Ton 
For *tis certain both Son (c) and Holy Gh 
(4) are ſaid to have appeared and f. poken it 


P char Divine Perſon call'd Lord of Hole, Wh, 
6. 


and Holy Ghoſt in the Name Father, in his 


Explication of the Lord's Prayer, c. 2. which 


being written before his Fall into- Montani ſin, 


is art undoubted Proof of his Notions of the” 


Tertullian ſeems plainly to include Sen 


Divinity of the Spirit, and the Worſhip due 


to It, W Vet Orthodox; (tho. 
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even YE” became A Man, it ne 
« appear that he thence (a) departed. from the 
Primitive and. Catholick F 5 3) and n 
the Rule of Faith, was deliver d to him u 
the very ſame, Senſe, i in; which he cxplaniiM 
it aſterwards in his Book againſt ,Praxea, 
This Author, in the above - cited Comment on 
$ the Lord's Prayer, having ſpoken of hel 
Eo vocation of the Father, adds, (5) the 
= ally 7s calÞd upon in the Father, Nane it 
©  _ HQpon this Text, and my Farther are on, 
John 10. which is underſtood of a ſubſtantia 
2 Lib. adv. Prox. c. 25. and then ub, 
7 Neither 16. the Church our Mother 
neg 232 that is, in the Invocation. fe 
1 Mot ber is. acknowledg'd in the Father 
and the Son, becauſe it it owing to tbe Ile 
tber, that there is ſuch Names as Father and 
45 Fon. lt is evident, that the Church, or Mo. 
5 ther, invocated with Father and Son, cannot 
23 be the Body of the Saints ee 
= - Militant, for that wou'd introduce the Wor- 
ſhip of the Creature. Neither can it be tie 


yt or 


Angels, for the ſame Reaſon. Since then it 34 al 
is diſtin& from Father and Son, and pet Wil © 
united with them as the Object of Wordig, Boe. 
what can it be but the Holy Ghoſt ? which Wl be 
* be properly called our Mother, * 7 
(a) Hiſt. af Mont. Pg IL. S 85 XVI. 8 7. 84. — qu 
(8) Item in Patre Filius invocatur. 
e Ne Mater.quidem, Eccleſia præreritur, ſigui 4 in Filis ax 


 Patre Mater rec — de qu# conſtat Patris & Mn, 1 6 


fe 53 * 


we are born of: * 70 
YOM above, - ver. 37 t 


is, 7 6 
N Gal 4:26. in which Character of 


be mention d, Rev.. a. 12. where, with | the 
Name of the Father. and Son, not that of the 
Holy Spirit, but of the. New Feruſalem;: 


is written upon the 1 And it rig 

further be obſerved; that in the apocalypti 

4 of this City (e Jod and the. Lyn 
and not the 1 8 arerſaid 7 de ini 

the oy . fo t ſelf being the 1 

ſider'd as 15 is the 


Lu Canter, or Reſt 
Center ef the Son, add alfo 
We latter. Appellation i is given. to the Spirit by 
N P hi lo, p | 16 Jo who; jotns, the Honour: - Of - the 
WSpirit — our s with, that of God as 
Wour Father, as Tertullian does here. The 
Holy ,Ghaſt may be fitly. called the Church 
| alſo, as being the Spirit ef the Church. F or 
| every one Fho is taken into the Spirit, 1s 
taken into the Church, and vice , vers4 3 it 


(e A ) H Aue peng. K TE 
(e. Rev. '2 53! 22, 23. cane 22: 15 31 Th Na 
guarto. 


Dei, ili & os. . IN of 


255 is abave, and is the 3 25 Fa 
venly erilalem, dhe Holy Choſt ſcaus 5 


one with 1 it, and the high inthe Sacred) Triad, 


For ſo is the Holy G 0 fell led by: Sale, 
Wr ber, Which | 


being a certain Fay ancient Truth, 0 2 That 


(4) Kerxesn Neri“. Aren J fe aun — i avs 8 
(e) Ubi enim Eccleſia, FT, 6 ee Da, MINE | 


Son, being i 
\ Ghoſt = the Womb of 


| 1 H. and Terre, A 
—— _ tinfelf, i. Tante . 10. 
| Ra 5 bar t 


> 8 


fider- the Say 
0 b che B 
Se and the 890 | 
hi? the: In 3 4 chat Ohr 


ke the' Clinreh 


* 


1 Pe Fader 
1 e with! the S 
— Church. N 
pre Perſons than one, and 
does not barely reſpec the Son, bat one. 
1 A e dan the Son; but "rothii 1 

en be ed with: Father and Sor, according 
the rine of the Church [bur the Holy | 
 -_ Gift; Therefore by His is meant Sow an 
= — Shoſt; and the Church that is honour'd | 
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® Spit, K. : 15 
3 8 Prayer, d by Ten ian, 
| Ma = e or two out of Cg 1 


1 where 38 1585 WY 4 1 4 8 
ay, E 1a a) it o t to proce: TON 
ib 4 Spirit, D 1s to which it is directe 

5 that you may ph) what the Spirit is to 

W which it is directed, he adds, for a 5 3 
irit cannot be regarded by. the Holy G SB 
that is; the, Spirit to which, the Prayer is di- 

rected is i Flaw Holy Ghoſt ; Xn Tg * 

Holy Ghoſt puns rayer of an 

Wa: 00 Spirit, 1 0 the Prayer . not di- 3 
rected to it by ſuch a Spirit as it ſelf is: For, 

adds he, mY no one receives bis ' Adverſary, 

| that is, the Holy Ghoſt cannot receive the 

Addreſſes of an unclean Spirit contrary Wan; 

and (e) no one admits 1 but bis Compęe: 

| that is, the Divine Spirit hearkens to none 

but a Spirit like it ſelf. 2, 

F Wee fee then how little Tra thee 3 is in 
the Aſſertion of the . Poſiſeripe,, p. 102. that 

the Holy Ghoſt was never called Gad by the 

Ancients, nor was ever by them inuocated; 

and how much to blame thoſe learned Vien 


are who grant it the e — to 


MR LO.” 9" 4 


OP INTE . 


0 2) De tall ru, ue, 701 1 lle * ha ule 
titur; neque enim ee Poterit 4 e * ns . 


quinatus. 
(s) Nemo adverſarium reciair. Re 
00 Nemo niſi comparem ſuum admittit. 


with chai the beg church Deb me 90 
| Jenomination,'c "Invocation fi him, as we 
deter told. An we may further obſerys 
how unreaſonable it is, as*well'as.unbecomit ho 
the Modeſty of 4 ſober and Chriſtian En. 
qhirer, for the Author of the 272 5 to 
tell us, p. 73. but be can't but'e 
that the Learned immediately yield. 
I Invocation. to the Holy 855% 55 to 
ole Trinity, by way of Pre aration t 
> Examination of the ' other. What is this 
but to require us to put out out Eyes in or: 
der to fee, or that it may be in the Power of 
others to kadus?” Is not this to renounts 
the Light of the Spirit of Truth, our pe 
per Guide in this i important Conitroverly, and 
leave our ſelves open to the Spirit of De. 
luſion, that comes of it ſelf, without uy 
cation ? Tis well, indeed, this firſt Step 
advis d towards a future Reformation, 155 
I. am much of Opinion, while the Divine 


, 


Spirit has a Share in our Addreſſes, the Mind f 26 


of the Scripture, by its Sacred Light, wil 
be too well known to give any Countenande w 
the Arian Principles, 

1 ſhall ſum up the whole of the Matter 
in the following Propoſitions, which 1 hope 
have been proved. _ a 


That the Name Jebovab is proper to the 
True God, and incommunicable t to ane 
That the Son being; 
| the True God: 


RL 


born, or came forth 6 
Wrder to create it. 
That he aſſumed the conſtituent. its. of 
| le Soul, Witti its 4 = 


oly 


ſtaritially one with 


. het therefore lie is 8 ber | 
tem. "te 9 | 


n, in Mercy, arid 
gment, : Attwder it to tlioſt Who ae 


LA 


ot fp 


ed ffom i 


witli one Mind, as well 
We may glorify and ſerve Hin 
to his unerring Revelation: 
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1 known to Men. 8 of 2 


e is alfirin'd by the Author of 
1 Boo 9 9 by Iſdom, who uſes. thek 
1 5 14 22. Men ring 
Calamity or Tyranny,) did aſcribe unto 
and She the Incomm 5 unicable Name (6). 
only Difficulty, i is,. 1 5 7 of God's Niue 6 
under ſtõòd to be Incommunicabſe For tl 
It was a 3 Name, is evident from wy 
ing, given by Men to their Idols. I. f 
Firſt, That the. Author ſpeaking in t by * 
Jon of Solomon, ihhiſt mean it of ſome kun Wil 
Name of God 1th e Times. of The Jer % 4 
iſpenſation. And. has therefore, Send, 
It muſt either be meant of t ne ſuprewe 
Name of God, Jehovah, or of ſome infeyour 
Name us'd n the Jem. If of an 
riour Name, then will it follow, that if ſucl 
be incommunicable, much more the ſupreme 
I | Name of all : And it will be ſo far from be 
bf ing true, that no Name is incommunicable 
_ = 1 iat "the contrary may be affirm'd of mo 
1 than one. The Context, indeed, determins 5 
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F 83 T 
t to be the Name Cs for fays the Au- 
thor of Wiſyom, ver. 8. That b is made 


ith Hanis i curſed," ihecauſe being abr 


uptible it was name named Gad. But ſince Gad is 8 5 2 4 
he Rendring of (bY Jehovab, as it Is of la "0 | 3 


and the Author refers to an Heese 4 
in che Perſon: of AH 


brim, &c. u 
brew Name, as ſpeaking 


Hebrew, and; nothing! certain'tan be coticluded | 4 | 
oncernitg' the particular on the'Oppotiens .Y 
ſhall chuſe which of the two Þ he' pleaſes; fines * 
— infers For an Incommunicable Names | 2 


ay, tho the Name God be conlider'd withor = 
7 Regard to its Hebrew Original yet if Tre 4 
neus's (c) Remark be true, that none is call'd 7 

abſolutely God in Scripture, either by Olriſt- = 
or the Holy Choſt, or the Apoſties, but fle 4 
ho is che Thus! and Oniy God: And it . . 
Seri pture be the Rule: of our TIE of. the! 8 


Mm Name God ablolutely- us q is keen 
vle, or can be given to Hine, in an abſolue 
f Senſe, baut to the True God. ; 1 6 © 


in the Holy Scripture: Thi 6 

N the r op raviy Yo ©, 
But farther, the Ginike Words i urs S 3 i 

ten in che Pſalms, (4) Thau whoſe: Name 

alone is Fe cbqunb, ard the "Moſt. Highs Sec. 

Here it is affirm'd of the True God,” fbr to 

Him are the Words directed, ,"thax'the Name 


Is 
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"4a ug. - (3) 1 Io. bo Heb. & 
le) Lib, 3s 6. 6, x N Pſalm, 83. 18. 
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3 is He the rue C „ane * 
Perſon. whoſe Name, 16 
the Moſt High, that is, in Unlen with 

f Il indeed; Joins 


are” 4 


aagint did the ! 
Hb. In Which they are follow d 
Syed which "annexes it to the - anteced 
ence. : * is r 2: 5 19.15 


It ad i indeed,. P Pfaltu 86. — bot an G 
alone, Where 'God. or Elobim is prono 
29 14 — unicable as Jehova E 
But the Reaſon is 
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wire ny oY y, or {Bora Figvre 4 
J. before the. 5 


came down fro How „ 3 
me down from cauen, ven 
n which id i exe our 


hat as Sen of- Mon, he came — 
Heaven:; b, : 


9 
— 


den in Heaven, 1 ing With 
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as; Man, appears from the! Manifeſtations 
hich he gave of hiniſelf, in Old IT. ime; under 
tat Finite. Such were thoſe made to . 
bam, Gen. 18. and: ö Foſihua Chap. bf 13. 
14; _ and Chap. 6s 2. and quch was that 
of the Glory of the Mercavph, Exel. 1. 26. 
Which Hott Figure of the Mejſieb;\rhay, 
with more Reaſon, be ſuppos d to be:conſtant 
and fix d to his Perſon, than to be taken. —4 
occaſionally, becauſe it was fit: that He, wha 
was the Head of Mankind, /fhoulit bear the 
Form of thoſe ho Were fo nearly lated"to 
him. 2 all; this: don't; yet prove: that: * 
Firſt Men of Job is this Heaye byrHyir 
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Duſt 97 the World, Prov. 8. 2. 26. 1 
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Masons! it but he Text, by denying Fob to 
ſuppoſes there' is. ſuch a one: 
:Who then. can that Firſt Man be but the 
Meſſiah, in relation to his Divine Manhood > 
Who, ſpeaking of himſelf in the Perſon of 
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E comprehended or hid all the 55 al | 
Wiſdom and Knowledge, which Man's Un- 
4 ſtanding is ever capable of receiving, all 
Things beyond it being too vaſt and over- 
flowing to bear any Proportion to its limited 
Faculties. It appears then, from theſe three 
Reaſons already mention d, that the F rſt 
Man mult be the Meſſiah ; F irſt, Becauſe He 
was brought forth before che H. ills Secondly, 
Becauſe He was God's Counſellor 4 the Be- 
ginning of the World; Thirdly, Becauſe in- 
finite Wiſdom confined and limited it elf in 
Him, that it might be capable of bing 9 7 
and enjoy d by the intellectual Cregttn 8 
Interrogatories put to Job, 10 6 
SW this wonderful Perſon, but ly 
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condl ht the Fre is, that Was eſta. 
li 2 of Old, or from Then. Thirdly, 
| Whoſe the Throne 4 is that is ſo eſtabliſhed, f 
or who the Perſon is that is from Everlaſting. if 


- Firſt, By the Terms Of Old, or, From 


Then, is meant before the F oundations' 01 
the World, as is evident from the Words of 
Wiſdom, Prov. S. 22. who expreſſes her Sub- 
ſiſtence before the World in the very fame 
Terms, faying, The Lord poſſeſſed me in the 
Beginning F bis Way, before his W, orks of 
Old, or, from Thin. 

Second y, The Throne that was Habib 
from Then, or, before the Foundations of the 
World, is the Cherubick Throne deſcrib' 

E Ch p. 1. and which Fob ſuppoſes, 
have ſubſiſted from the Begin- 

Id: For having ſpoken, ver. 8, 
Jay's Creation, when the 
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"4 teaching us that the Clouds, in the De 
their Creation, were made uſe of for a Wl | 
to the Divine Throne, which ſuppoſes ile 
-Subſiſtence of the Throne, and the Ngkednes | . 
of the Glory, before it was vail'd by them. b 
Ezekiel, in his Deſcription of the Mercavab, | 
Chap. 1. mentions the Cloud encom aſſing 9 
the Throne, ver. 4. For that the ſame Throne 17 
is tinderſtood | in both Places, 18 evident from 
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the Old and New Teſtament" on no other ori- 
ginal Throne, than this one of the Cherubiins, 
ck is the Heaven mention'd Iſaiab 66. 1. 
The Heaven is my Throne, as will appear by. 
comparing it with Ezek. 1. 1 23, 26. where 
the F irmament, or Heuven, is ſaid to be 
ſtretch'd o'er the Heads of the Cherubim, 
and the Likeneſs of a Throne above the Fir- 
mament; and with Exodus 24. 10, which 
tells us, that under the Feet of the God of 
Iſrael, there were, as it were, the 9 If 
Heaven in Clearneſs. EY 
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of them: No Place of Scripture giving us 
any Ground to imagine, that they were ap- 
pointed to this . Office | after the lower Crea- 
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ke Thirdly, The Being, böte . is Low 
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confider'd in his Infinite and comprehien 
ſible Eſſence. For how cou'd 4 Finite Crea · 
ture, ſuch as the Cherubick Throne, receive 
an Infinite and Incomprehenſible Being > but 
as manifeſted in a F. and ene 
ſible Figure, proportion d to the Cap pacity of 
the Throne, and the Intellectual Creation, 
that were to receive and enjoy Him. 
This Limited and Viſible Figure was that 


recorded to have appear'd on the Sacred Mer. 
it, Chap. 1. Ver. 26. Upon the Likeneſs of 


ove upon it; and Verle 27. 
| earance of his Loins even up- 
| Appearance of his Loin: 
Sina compare Exod 
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2nd#was made to receive Jeb 2 
Feſted i in the Likeneſs of a Man, then ay 
be inferr'd that this Humane Fi igure H A 
real Subſiſtence before the World: Sindh 3 
more reaſonable to ſuppoſe that this Divine | 
Form ſhou'd ſubſiſt before the Throne, 5 || 


K hrone before the Form that was to ſit on 1 
For can we think that a Cloud was caſt 
. the Throne on hy Second Dey 5 _ AF 


tion, for any 2 = End ths wil the Glo- 5 
ry of the Humane Likenels that. reſted upon 
it? Especially, ſince it is evident that when | 
the Glory ſeparated it ſelf from the Sacred 
| Mercavab, the Cloud follow'd it, as the pro 
per Vail of Divine Majeſty, Exel. 10. 4. = 
which has declared that ir 1 dwell i in the co 
chick Darkneſs, 1 Kings 8. 12, _ 

But it may be further proy d from the lat- 
ter Part of the ſecond. Verke, Thou art from 

Everlaſting, Where, from Everlaſting, is of 
the ſame Twport with from Then, or, of: Ola. 

with which it is join'd, Prov. 8. 22, 23. 
And Then ſtands for Jehovah; as related to 
his Throne, which is eſtabliſh'd old, that 
is, as manifeſted in a Humane F, igure on the 

Throne of the NMercauah : Laßt 1 leaning 

of the whole Verſe ſeems, to 18, .4 
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| r 3 117 80 only remaining Difficulty. is, which * 

or the Divine Perſons it was that more pa- 
dnl manifeſted Himſelf in this Humane 

Appearance? And I think it may, with great * . 
Freedom and. Truth, be affirm'd to be the 
Son, who being appointed by the Father to 

be the Head ay Mankind, and the great - £ 

nal, 


of Intellectual Beings. For ſo the Pfalm be- 54 
gins, The Lord ir Ling, and is; accordi 


Great God for the Works of the Creation. 
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nal) in hol mage? and. Likenefs arr ik | 
were to be made, it is no he He thoull | 
appear to them ie the "Beginning in their } 
own Fi igure. Tt will follo 2 5 From the 
Premiſes; that the Son fubſiſtec from the 
Beginning in the Humane Likeneſs; Or was 
Srought forth into the Figure of LY | 
fore the World, to be the Tent: an Monarch 


to the Septuagint, a Pſ⸗ Alm of Praiſe to the 
This Doctrine of the: Son's Car FER | 


a the Firſt Man, and King of Men, confirms | 
my Remarks on Fob 15. 7. and explains the 
tue Meaning of Prov. 8. 23. I was'ſet uf 
* Everlaſting, that is, appointed to be 
1 th we. For that the EE 
ae: I t up, contains in its ean- 
bog a Wotion of 80 1 er or Government, 
is evident ae the | 0 rive 1 Mord Nie N 
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logy, to underſtand the Creation of en | 
not of her abſolute Beginning to Exiſt, but 
of her being appointed tn Govern the L. niverſe; 

For he makes, uſe of the Sepruagint Term to 
expreſs his Meaning, explaining the Words 
7. (b) Created me, by He (c) Arpointed me; 
and the whole Sentence, He Created me tbe 
Beginning of bis Way, by, He NL me 
_ Govern his Works CEE | 
All which Obſervations pur together, 1 ü 

I believe, be a ſtrong Argument, that Prov. 

8. 22. is not to be underſtood, as the Ariens 
would have it, of the Firſt and Abſolute Ge- 
neration of the Son, but of his HEE. Ap- 
pointed to be King on the Cheruhj E Throne. 
in the limited aud viſible, Fig igurg f 
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ing and Appointing. From which the fol- 
| lowing Obſervations may be made. Firſt, 


proper Meaning, of Producing Something 
out of Nothing. Secondly, That by being 
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thing into Being, but that the Mord, which, 
was already in a living and fubſiſting Eſſence 
and exiſting before the World, was appointec 
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Creating meaning no more than (4) Ord * | 
dl. 
That the Author excludes from Creating, the 


Created to be the (b) Beginning, lie means, 
(e) being | Appointed to Govern. Thirdly, 
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pointing Her to Govern his 
it is not ſaid ſimply He Crowd : Her) ; — 
with 2 Reſtriction, or relatively, r 5 the 
Begiming of bis Ways.” He tells b ü 
the Hoe lignifies He Poſſeſſed me, as it id 
render d by Aguilar, Symmachus, and Theo- 
dition”, and that the Father having begotten 
the Son, Appointed Him to be obo} Saviour 
and Head of all Things, or to ſum up alt” 
Things in Himſelf, lu which Wards he af- 
firms the Son to have been Begotten or Born 
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Creation, which is undoubtedly its firſt Mean- 
ing; but Athanaſus, of Chri in relation d A 
his Incarnation; or as He is the Beginning 1 9 
the New Creation, which may be truly „ 
ſecond _ For it is certain that the 
Terms &þ egrlox©-, ſpoken of Chriſt _ 
by (a) So So S on ank and (50 St. Paul, as the Begin- _ 
ning of the Creition, are apply” d to Him by 1 
the (c) latter, as the Beginning of Man's Re- _ 
demption, by his Reſurrection from the Dead. 
Euſcbius, indeed, falls upon Marcellus for this 4 
ſecond Meaning put upon the Term Crea- 
rin But I ſuppoſe it was becauſe hecheld . © Þ 
it in Oppoſition to, and excluſive of the 
firſt Meaning intended by Salmon. 
As for the Import of the Tex 2 Wa) Be- 
ginning, us'd in the Fraue 8 
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Book to make Viſdom ſtand ſometimes for 


both the Word and the Spirit; ſometimes for 


the Spirit, in Diſtinction from the Word, as 
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made all Things with bis W ord, he ſubjoins, 


ver. 2. that He ordain'd Man thro bis 7 iſ- 
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compar'd with ver. 4, 6. In hien Sti 
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cred Trinity. 
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